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CORRIGENDA ET ADDENDA,

VOL. IX.

Page 1151, 2nd col., before adjournment of the House, nsert -

¢ The following Bill (from the Senate), were severally introduced and read the first
time :—

“ Bill (No. 95) To amend the Dominion Lands Act, 1879.—(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

¢ Bill (No. 96) To repeal the Act extending the Dominion Lands Acts to British
Columbia, and to make other provision with respect to certain public lands in that Pro-
vince.—(Sir John 4. Macdonald.)”

Page 1492, 1st col., line 32, for “water,” read * canal.”

Page 1501, in table of “Casual and Territorial Revenue,” under “1874-5,” read
“12,264,117; «2,975.12”; «9,489.18.”

Page 1699, 2nd col., line 2, for “x11, "read “xxxv.”

Page 1919, 2nd col., line 29, for “8-2,” read **-802.” Line 31, for “ American
oil introduced into,” 7read “ Canadian oil manufactured in.” Line 33,
for ¢ Canadian,” read “ American.” Line 56, for ¢ Inland Revenue,” read
“ Customs.”
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The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o'clock. "

PrAYERS.

MANITOBA LANDS CLAIMS BILL.
(Sir Jokn A. Macdonald.)
FIRST READING.,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, in
introducing a Bill (No. 94) For the final
settlement of claims to lands in Manitoba
by occupancy, under the Act 38 Vic.,
cap. 3, said: A considerable number of
claims are still outstanding of those in-
tended to be provided for by the original
Manitoba Act. It was proposed under
this Bill to put a limit to the time allowed
for these claims. A considerable portion
of country is kept unproductive on
account of claims which are said to
exist not having been sent in ; and this
Bill provides that they must be sent in
on or before the 1st day of May, 1882,

Mr. MACKENZIE: Has this any re-

ference to the half-breed lands ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Yes;
to all the claims outstanding of every

kind that were set up under the Manitoba
Act.
Bill read the first time.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES CRIMINAL
TRIALS FEES.

RESOLUTIONS CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.

House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole to consider certain proposed resolutions
respecting the fees to be paid to coromers,
jurors and witnesses attending criminal trials
and inquests, and the salaries to be paid to
officials in the North-West Territories.

. (In the Committee.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : This

resolution is nearly the same as the
present law, but there are a few exceptions.
There are now no means whatever in the
North-West for trials before a Stipendiary
Magistrate. There are no fees fixed by
law for coroners, jurors and witnesses,
and this Bill proposes to give power to the
Governor-in-Council to fix such fees.
There are two Stipendiary Magistrates
now, and it may be necessary to appoint
a third, The Chief of Police is made,
ex officio, a Stipendiary Magistrate under
the Act. It has been represented to be
absolutely necessary that that country
should be divided into a certain number
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of judicial districts. District Registrars
are to receive each not more than $1,000.
During the next year most likely two
District Registrars will be appointed.

Mr. BLAKE: In this connection I
desire 10 make a remark bearing upon the
future interests of that country. I think
no more important measure could be de-
vised for those interests than the one
which would carry out the general princi-
ples of the Bill introduced by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), to pro-
mote the creating of evidence of titles to
real estate there. It istire for the Gov-
ernment to cousider that subject, with
the view of adopting a policy for the
easiest possible mode of transmitting real
estate. It is obvious that the diffi-
culties that beset the adoption of
that system become greater with the
lapse of time from which the patent
issues. While we do not expect that a
areat deal of land will be patented, yet it
is extremely important that the perma-
nert system upon which that vast country
is to be settled and estates transmitted for
all time to come should be determined at
an early period.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: T
agree that every means should be adopted
to simplify and expedite the mode of
transmitting estates and property in the
North-West. That is the tendency in
England and has been heve.

Resolutions ordered to be reported.

House resumed.

(In the House.)

Resolutions reported, read the second
time and concurred in.

WAYS AND MEANS.—THE TARIFF.

Order for the House to go again into Com-
mittee of Ways and Means (Sir Sumuel L.
Tilley) read.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Before
asking you to leave the Chair, Sir, I beg
to state, for the information of the House,
that, when we are going into Committee,
I shall ask them to consider and adopt the
following resolutions in amendment to the
Tariff. I may say that two of the items
contained in these amendments were
omitted in the preparation of the schedule
submitted on s former occasion. The
others are matters that have received the
consideration and the attention of the
Government since the former resolutions
were submitted.

Sik JoEN A. MACDONALD.

[COMMONSR.]
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L. Resolred,—That it is expedient to pro-
vide, in addition to the provisions contained
in the resolution of 10th March last, to fur-
ther amend the Act 42 Vic., cap. 15, by the
following additions to and alterations in the
Schedule A of the said Act :—

1. After the item ¢ Electro-plated ware,”
insert the words * Emery Wheels,” twenty-
five per cent. ad valorem.

2. After ‘* Gloves and Mitts,” insert the
words ‘‘ Gold and Silver Leaf,” twenty-five per
cent ad valorem.

3. In the item concerning ‘‘Malt” strike
out the words ‘‘two cents per pound,” and
insert the words *‘fifteen cents per bushel,
upon entry for warchouse, subject to Excise
Regulations,”

4. Afterthe item ‘ Paints and Colors, ground
in 0il,” insert the words ‘‘Paris Green, dry,”
ten per cent. ad valorem.”

5. Under the heading ‘* Wools and Wool-
lens,” in the item ‘¢ Felt for Boots and Shoes,”
after the word ¢Shoes” insert the words
““and Skirts.”

6. Under the heading ‘‘Gunpowder and
other explosives,” after the item concerning
¢“Nitro Glycerine,” insert the words “Provided
that a draw-back of one and a-half cents per
pound may be allowed and paid on all blasting
powder actually used by miners in the Province
of British Columbia, during three years next
after the first day of April, 1880.”

7. In the item “ Soap, common, brown and
yellow,” after the word “‘ cent,” add the words
‘“and a-half.”

2. Resolved,—~That it is expedient further to
amend the Schedule of Free Goods, as follows :

Embossed Books for the Blind.

From the item concerning ‘‘ Colors,” strike
out the werd ¢ Castile ” and the works *“Paris
Green,”

These are the propositions that, when we
go into Committee, I intend to ask the
House to consider ; but, before request-
ing you to leave the Chair, 8ir, I wish to
take advantage of the pressnt opportunity
of answering the strictures of hon. gentle-
men opposite on the financial and trade
policy of this Government. It has been
my custom, as a mwember of the House,
and as a member of the Local Legislature,
in which I had a seat for many
years, to discuss questions solely
upon their merits. As in the submission
of my financial statements in 1873 and
1879, s, in submitting my financial state-
ment a few nights since, I avoided any
reference, though my language has been
designated as vituperative by hon. gentle-
men opposite, to our predecessors, or the
acts of the late Administration, feeling
that it was only right and proper, in
making a grave financial statement, to
rest my case upon its merits and not fall
back upon the shortcomings of our prede-
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cessors, My hon. predecessor (Sir Richard
J. Cartwright), who, I regret, is not in
his seat, thought proper, as on former
occasions, not to meet fairly and argu-
mentatively my case, but by sneers and
insinuations ; and were he present I
would feel constrained to make some re-
mark upon his course of dealing with my
statements, although mv hon. friend the
AMinister of Railways dealt with him on
. that occasion in a manner highly approved
on hoth sides of the House. I will, in
his absence, Sir, defer any special refer-
ence to him until I come to my closing
remarks, when he may be in his seat; and
1 will, therefore, at once proceed to the
consideration of the subject on its merits.
In the discussion that has taken place, it
has been stated, with reference to the
financial affairs of the Dominion, that the
Estimates of expenditure submitted for
the next financial year are largely *in
xcess  of any previous IHstimates
submitted to this House, and gives
evidence of extraordinary extravagance
in the present Administration. It
has been stated that the debt of the
Dominion of Canada has been increasing
to a very remarkable extent since the
vear 1873 down to the present time, and
it warrants the most careful consideration,
not only of the Government, but every
member of the House, and is alarming in
the extreme. It has also been said that
the taxation of the country in 1867-68,
the first year of Confederation, was much
less than at present ; and I desire to show
what that increased taxation really is,
and what has led to that increased
taxation. I desire also to state what our
prospective expenditure for railway pur-
poses will be during the next ten years,
and the prospect of being able to meet
that expenditure. Having dealt with
these, I then propose calling attention to
the arguments and statements made with
rveference to the working of the Tariff
during the past twelve months. In the
first place, I will deal with the Estimates
for the next year, which have been de-
clared excessive. As far as the proposzed
expenditure is concerned, I purpose
proving that, taking into account new ex-
penditure, additional expenditure of an
entirely new character, the expenditure
Proposed for next year is less, as far as
controllable expenditure is concerned,

an in any year since 1873. The
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estimated expenditure for next year is
$25,207,203, which includes $200,000,
the outside figure for Supplementary
Estimates to be submitted, including
provisions for public Dbuildings in
Manitoba. I proceed to compare
that proposed expenditure with that of
1873-74: if we deduct from that expendi-
ture of $25,207,203 the increased interest
on the debt, the sinking fund and
subsidies to Provinces, amounting to
£2.994 883 ; if we deduct $186,000 esti-
mated expenditure on the Prince Edward
Island Railway, as expenditure that did
not exist in 1873-74; if we deduct
$300,000 for the section of the Inter-
colonial Railway between Moncton and
Quebec, which was not operated in 1873 74,
because it was not then opened ; if we de-
duct $200,000 asked for for next year for
the management and maintenance of the
Pacific Railway, which will then be in
operation, we find that we have a total
deduction to make of $3,180,838, leaving
$22,026,360 against an expenditure of
$23,316,316 in 1873-74. If we deduct
from the expenditure of 1873-74,
$540,000 properly chargeable to rail-
way construction ; if we deduct draw-
backs or refunds of duties improperly
returned during that year; if we take
certain other items, which do not proper-
ly belong to that year, the outside being
$1,000,000, you will find that, giving the
late Government the benetit of that
million, it will still reduce the expendi-
ture for the next year in the items over
which we have control, to $22026,000,
as against $22,313,316—a sum less, after
making these deductions, than was ex-
pended that year. Then we come to the
expenditure for 1874-75, for which the
hon. gentlemen opposite certainly were
responsible, and we find that, taking the
Estimate of the next year, as before stated,
as at 25,207,203, and deducting from
that the increased interest and sinking
fund, and the increased subsidies between
1874-75 and 1880-81, being $1,418,428;
the expenditure estimated on the Prince
Edward Island Railway being $135,000
more than we expended in 1874-75:
dednct $450,000 for the managementof the
Intercolonial Railway,thatwas not opened
at that time, and also $200,000 to be ex-
pended in the management and running of
the Canadian Pacific Railway in Mani-
toba and you have a total deduction of
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$2,903,498 from $25,207,203 asked for
1880-81, leaving but $23,003,775, against
an exvenditure of 823,713,071 for 1874-75,
or 8710,000 less. Then we come to
1875-76. Again, if we deduct from the
estimated expenditure for next year the
increase in the interest and sinking fund,
and the subsidies, which make up
$1,401,742 ; the estimated expenditure
on the Pacific Railway, $200,000 ; the
working expeuses on the Riviere du
Loup section of the Intercolonial,
%200,000, we have an expenditure of
$23,405,461, against an expenditure in
that year, 1875-76, by vur predecessors, of
$#24,488,372. or $1,000,000 less. If we
take 1878.79, and deduct from the esti-
mated expenditure for nexv year the dif-
ference in the intevest and sinking fund
and subsides, $631,235 ; for the expense
of the management of the Pacific Rail-
way, $200,000 ; Riviére du Lonup Branch
—formerly Grand Trunk—$200,000, we
have a total of $1,081,835, leaving an ex-
penditure of $24,175,968 to set against
the cxpenditure of $24,451,481 for 1878.
We are locking to an increased expendi-
ture from year to year, as we extend the
Pacific Railway. Butif, as in the present
case, from this increased expenditure, we
obtain a revenue equivalent, in return,
which we expect, there will be no increase
of the burdens of the people. When we
make those deductious on account of the
sinking fund and other exceptional
expenditures, you will find that there
has not been a year, from 1873 to
the present, that the outlay has not been
largely in excess of the estimate for
1880-81. I come toanother point of some
importance, the increased taxation of the
people of Canada since Confederation.
Now, in 1867 and 1868 the Customs and
Excise, which are the measure of
the taxation on the people, yielded
#11,700,681, or, in proportion to the
population of that day, there being
but the largest four Provinces in the
Union, $3.55 per head. In 1878-79, we
received  from Custems and Excise
$18,476,613, or, in the estimated popu-
lation of that year, $4.55 per head, which
was an increase of $1 per head.

Mr BLAKE: What was the increase
of the population

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : I esti-
mate it now, with the new provinces

Siz Samver L. Tiriey.

[COMMONS.]

The Tardf.

added, and the ordinary increase, at
4,000,000.

Mzr. BLAKE : Is the ordinary increase
estimated at the rate that existed between
1860 and 187017

Six SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Yes.
The number must be about 4,000,000,
upon which my calenlations are based.
1t is very important to show what has
led to this increased taxation of 31 a
thead. The first cause was a measure
submitted by the Government of which
I was a member in 1873, which was
carried by an overwhelming majority,
and which hag been criticised with great
{ severity by some of the hon. gentlemen
opposite—the assumption of the whole
debts of Ontario and Quebec when we
entered Confederation, and the grant of
equivalents to the other Provinces. The
late Finance Minister condemned that
proposal, declaring it - would impose
heavy burdens upon the people. But
whether it was right or wrong, it was
sustained by a large majority, and it did
not entail increased taxation on the peo-
ple as a whole. It involved practically
the taking of money out of one pocket
and the placing of it in another. It was,
it is true, assuming the debts of Ontario
and Quebec, and giving the other Pro-
vinces an equivalent for it, but, at the
same time, it was relieving those Pro-
vinces from additional local taxation. It
also enabled the Local Governments to
develop the railway systems of the
country, which was a great assistance to
those Provinces, and in the adjustment
of these claims we added $900,000 a year
to our expenditure. Then, Sir, there has
been added to the annual expenditure of
the Dominion, for which provision had to
be made, $1,115,000, the interest and
sinking fund for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway. Is there an hon.
centleman on the floor of this House who
will say that the construction of that road
was not necessary? Did it not form a
portion of the Terms of Union upon which
we came into this Confederation? There-
fore, the construction of that work be-
came necessary, and the amount of
$1,155,000, for interest and sinking fund,
had to Le provided for. In addition to
that we have had to pay an average of
$500,000 a year for the maintenance “of
that Railway, over and above the re-
ceipts. I hope and believe the day is
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about past when the Treasury will be
calied upon to continue the payment of
that sum, but down to the present time
that sum has had to be provided for,
and in 1878-79 an additional sum
of $200,000, although I have only
taken the average into
tion. Then there was an increase
in the Post Office expenditure, over and
above receipts, of $500,000. The expen-
diture has incrcased by $1,100,000 and
the receipts by $600,000. It may be a
question whether it was desirable on the
part of either or both Governments to
give the extended facilities which have
been given to that service, but still the
money has been expended, and we have
the advantages of that expenditure
throughout the length and breadth of
(anada. Then there is the interest and
sinking fund of expenditure on the
Pacific Railway and the Canals, amount-
ing to $1,25,000. The whole of this
makes a total of $4,265,000, or more
than §1 per head of the additional neces-
sary taxation imposed in 1878-79. I
think it is important to bring this out,
because we must take into account, in
regarding the increase of the Public Debt,
that we have added three or four new
Provinces to the Dominion ; that we have
purchased a vastterritory, and are opening
it up; that we have constructed Zand
are working a railway in accordance with
the terms of Confederation, and that the
increase of $1 per head has been caused
by expenditures which, in the main, could
not be avoided, but were absolutely neces-
sary. I now come, Sir, to another state-
ment. It is a statement of the increased
expenditure, and is something of the same
character as the one Ihave justsubmitted.
We have heard, more than once from the
-other side of the House this Session, that

the expenditure of the Dominion of

Canada has increased with rapid strides;
that when we came into Confederation we
had an expenditure of but $13,486.000,
whilelast year itamounted to $24,455,000.
- It is important, in this connection, to
show how this expenditure has been in-
-creased, for what purposes it has been
made, and the objects which rendered it
necessary. The increase in the payments
for interest on debt and sinking fund for
subsidies, the readjustment of the debts
.of the Provinces, and the increase on the
debt incurred for the Canals and Pacific

considera- |

[ApriL 6, 1880.]

—

The Tarif. 1103
Railway alone, amounted to $3,082,651,
The expenditure under the head of Inter-
colonial Railway, that is, the increased
working expenses (because, as the receipts
form an item in our revenue, so the ex
penditure forms an item in our gencral
expenditure), over and above what was
expended in 1867, on the section of Inter-
colonial Railway then open from St. John
to Shediac, and fromm Halifax to Truro,
amounted to $1,873,535. Then we come
to the item of Public Works. During
the first two years of Counfederation, we
expended very little on Public Works, Sir
John Rose, then Finance Minister, hav-
ing laid down the principle that the ox-
penditure should not exceed the income.
In the first year of Confederation, the
amount expended on Public Works was
only $269,000. Last year, the expendi-
ture reached $1,130,000, being an increase
of $740,000. On Lighthouse and Coast
Service, the oxpenditure las increased
$270,000. The policy of both Govern-
ments, and I think it was a wise
policy, has beeu to expend liberally on
the construction and maintenance of
lights, which are for the benefit of our
commerce, and especially our importers
and exporters. On Fisheries, the ex-
penditure in the first year of Confeder-
ation was $30,572 ; last year it amounted
to $82,319, and the average expenditure
for Fisheries, since 1871, Las been $90,000
a year ; the propriety ot encouraging this
industry willjalways be recognized by the
people.  Then we come to a farge expen-
diture, last ycar, in connection with the
Indians in the North-West, and the
Dominion Lands. The expenditiure under
that ~ item has become very large and
serious. Itis o question whether any
other policy could have been adopted, but
I think it will be admitted that the money
which has been expended under Treaty
arrangements with the Indians, to secure
peace with them, or to relieve them in the
hours of their distress, is far better ex-
pended than in an increased armed force.
The expenditure under this head reached
$680,000 last year. Then there is an iu-
creased expenditure in British Columbia,
Prince Edward Island, Manitoba and tle
North-West, not included in the items
referred to above, of $700,000. On
QOcean and River Service, we expended
last year $180,000 in excess of what was
expended in 1867; and the increased ex-
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penditure on the Post Office was
#1,168,000. On Legislation, a part of the
increased expenditure was caused by the
aceession of new Provinees, the increased
number of members of the House and of
the Senate, and a part was the vesult of
an increase in the indemnity to members.
That item was $153,000 more last year
than it was in the first year of the Union.
An increase of $31,000 was caused by
the salaries paid to the four additional
Lieutenant-Governers.  On Weights and
Measures there has been an increase of
€84 000 : and $100,000 has been added
to the cost of management of canals,
though they have brought an additional
revenue of $90,000. This makes, alto-
gether, an increase of $10,104,190, leav-
ing about $865,000 to he accounted for
by the increase in the cost of the Civil
Service, Immigration, Pensions, Super-
annuation, Marine Hospitals, Customs
and Excise, Insurance, Geological Survey
and Observatories, the result of the ad-
mission of new Provinces, or new items
of expenditure.  These are the items
whichi compose the increase since Con-
federation ; but, if hon. gentlemen will
take them up and examine them carefully,
they will find that, although, probably,
there are some expenditures which could
have been avoided, there is a satisfactory
reason, in most cases, for the increased
expenditure since 1867,

Mr. MACKENZIE: You have a
revenue equal to the expenditure for In-
surance, or a little more.

Sik SAMUEL L TILLEY : O, yes ;
and in several of these items our revenue
has gone on increasing.  From 1867 to
1873, the increase in the revenue was
much larger than that in the expenditure,
which left us a surplus, and since then
there has been an increase in many items,
but it all goes to swell the general expendi-
ture, and I think hon. gentlemen do not
always take that as much into considera-
tion as they should. Some state to the

country that there has been an
increase in  the expenditure from
£13,000,600 to  $24,600,000, with-
out  saying anything about the

increased revenue—from Pubiic Works—
received In return for those increased ex-
penditures. Now, I come to what, I
think, requires to be cleared up a little,
and that is the increased debt from
1867-8 to the present time. The gross

Sir SamueL L. TiLLEY.

[COMMONS:]
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debt of the Dominion appears from the
Public Returns to have been, in 1867-8,
$93,046,000, or deducting the assets,
namely, $17,317,000, it leaves a net debt
of $75,728,000. The net debt in 1872-3
amounted to $99,848,000, as against
$75,728,000 in  1867-8, leaving
$24,119,820 as the net increase from
1867-8 to the close of 1873. I have
heard hon. gentlemen opposite say that the
increase in the debt during our Adminis-
tiation was enormous; and, the other
night, one of them said that since 1873-4
the debt had been increased little or
nothing, only, in fact, about $7,000,000.

Mr. MACKENZIE : No. .

Sie SAMUEL L. TILLEY : I think
the hon. member for South Huron (Mr.
Cameron) said so.

Stk CHARLES TUPPER : He said
there was no increase in the debt.

Mr. MACKENZIE : T said there was
no increase in the debt except what was
caused by the obligations entered into by
our predecessors.

Mg, CAMERON (South Huron): That
is stated in Hansard.

Sie-SAMUEL L. TILLEY : The hon.
member for South Huron said more than
that. One of the items of increased debts
is $14,520,000, expended on the Inter-
colonial Railway. Was not that an in-
crease demanded by the terms of Union ¢
Then there was an amount of $13,859,000
caused by the readjustment of the debts
of the Provinces. That did not increase
the taxation of the whole country,
although it increased the debt and liabili-
ties of the Dominion of Canada, but it was
returned to the people through the Local
Governments and Local [Legislatures.
There was an increase of liability of
$28,379,000 on these two items alone, to
say nothing about the expenditure on
Canals, the purchase of the North-West,
and the Surveys of the Pacific Railway,
and other similar matters. These two
items alone amount to $4,200,000 in ex-
cess of the total increase of the debt dur-
ing that period.

Stz CHARLES TUPPER : If my
hon. friend will allow me, I will call at-
tention to the statement of the hon, mem-
ber for South Huron (Mr. Cameron),
which will be found on page 705 of the
Debates, as follows: “Scarcely a doHar
was added to the public debt during
the existence of the late Government.”



Ways and Means.

Mr. CAMERON (South Huron): If
the hon. gentleman will refer to the speech
he will find that I was referring to the
large obligations which had been pre-
viously undertaken.

Sig SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Now,
let us look at what the obligations were
at the close of last year. We find that
the net debt, at the close of 1879, was
#147,481,070, making an increase in
that period of $47,632,607.86.

Stk CHARLES TUPPER : The hon.
member for North Oxford (Mr, Oliver)
said the Public Debt of the Dominion was
#147,481,557, when my hon. friend from
Lambton left power. When he took
office it was $140,000,000.

Stk SAMUEL L. TILLEY : That is
just exactly what I sald. Hensard may
be right or wrong, but, asa role, Hunsara
passes through the hands of members,
and, I venture to say, that passed
through the hands of my hon. friend
opposite. Now, then, there is an in-
crease, in that period, of $47,632,000,
to which must be added the expendi
ture ithat is to be made under
contracts that were entered into by our
hon. friends opposite. From the first of
July, last, their engagements for the Wel-
land Canal, the Lachine Canal, the Corn-
wall Canal, and for the Canada Central
Railway, amounted to $6,951,000, mak-
ingin all #54,500,000. If weadd to that
$4,500,000 of the Fishery Award, it
makes the increase of expenditure over in-
come uearly $60,000,000 in six years.
The hon. gentleman quoted from my speech
in 1873, when I spoke of the prospective
liabilities ‘of the Domiion of Canada,
when I spoke of the $10,000,000 to be
expended on the Intercolonial Railway,
of 20,000,000 as the prospective expendi-
ture for Canals, that, under the recom-
mendations of a Commission, was not
bound to be made within five or six years,
or within any given period at all. Tt was
a Commission appointed for the purpose
of examining into and enquiring as to the
general system of canals, so that no money
ghould be thrown away, but expended
with reference to that general system. I
estimated that the expenditure under that
report would be about $20,000,000. And
then, the engagement that we were under,
of $30.000,000 for the completion of
the DPacific Railway, made altogether
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of 1873 until the end of last year,
$60,000,000 has been added to the debt
since we left office, and still hon. members
opposite will say that the debt has not
beenincressed, or not more than something
like $7,000,000. What is more, when
we canie into office, we found not only
these engagements entered into which
required $6,900,000 to complete them;
but we found the Railway coutracts so
let that the money expended on the two
sections, one east of Winnipeg and the

'other west of Lake Superior, that if the

expenditure made upon them was to be
of any benefit at all, it became absolutely
necessary for the present Government to
provide for the missing link. In order,
therefore, that these expensive sections
might be at once procecded with, and
that the expenditure on the 400 miles
from the head of Lake Superior to
‘Winnipeg should be of value afterwards,
it was deemed of the utmost importance
that 200 miles atleast beyond that, into
that fertile territory, should be con-
structedin order to secure some hnonefit
out of the enormous expenditure pre-
viously made. Theseexpenditures, there-
fore, were necessarily demand:d of us.
In accordance also with the conditions
that my hon. friend opposite entered into,
we took steps to carry out in good faith
the negotiations they had entered into
with reference to the construc:ion of the
PacificRailway. My hon. frieixd opposite
said the other night that, when he asked for
tenders, unless I misunderstood him, for
the British Columbia section of that Rail-
way, the location of which by the late
Government was accepted by the present
Government, he did it simply to ascertain
what was likely to be the cost. I must
have misunderstood my hon. friend, be-
cause, when I recollect the negotiations
that were entered into between hon.
gentlemen and British Columbia, when I
recollect that Liord Carnarvon and the Im-
perial Government were taken into their
eonfidence, and they engaged to con-
struct it by 1890, if they could not do it
sooner, and, in addition, they engaged to
give British Columbia $750,000 in lieu of
the portion of the road that wasto be
built on the island, or in lieu of that sec-
tion, which proposition was sabsequently
rejected by the Senate; when I recollect
all this, and when I find that there is a

$60,000,000. So it appears, from the end ' notice given by gentlemen opposite, of a

70
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proposition to stay proceedings in that | the 200 miles beyond it, we will have.
section of the country, I confess that Tam | to spend $10,000,000 a year for two
amazed, considering the position of my : years. After that the Government
hon. friends opposite are in with reference | policy is not to expend on public
to the obligations they solemnly entered | works over $5,000,000 a year; and
into with British Columbia and with the | you will find, by making the calculation,
British Government, through Lord Car-|that the expenditure for the two years,
narvon. It is now a grave and serious | when we have completed it from the heuad
«question in dealing with this expenditure; | of Lake Superior to 200 miles bevond
and, Lmust say, T was surprised, when the | Winnipeg, together with that in British
vote was takena few nights since, to find, | Columbia, will not exceed $3,500,000 a
on the other side of the House, gentlemen | year. In the ten years, according to Mr.
voting for a proposition that would, if it | Fleming’s estimate under this expenditure,
lad been adopted, deprive the Dominion | it will be completed, invelving an outlay
of Canada of the means, available from the | of $60,000,000. Now, then, if we calcu-
sale of lands, for the coustruction ! late the interest on the $10,000,000 for
of that Railway, and thus subject thethis year, $10,000,000 for next year,
older Provinces to increased taxation for | $5,000,000 a year afterwards, it amounts
the whole of that expenditure ; and those | to $18,500,000 in ten years; $1,000,000
gentlemen will, no doubt, vote forthe jless than half the estimate of my hon.
proposition of the hon. member who is to | friend for the payment of the interest, and
move a resolution that these works ave | leaving $16,000,000 as a balance due, be-
not to be constructed, knowing, | sides over 80,000,000 acres of unsold land
at  the same  time, that our|to complete the road. Is it unreascnable
Treaty engagements must be carried | to suppose that in ten years 250,000 peo-
out. When the right hon. Premier re- | ple will be placed in that country? Mr.
ferred, yesterday, to a statement that had | Fleming’s statement is, that the road from
been put into his hands with reference to | Winnipeg to the Rocky Mountains will
the revenue that was likely to be received | cost at the outside $15,000 a mile;
from the lands of the North-West, there | $13,000 is his estimate, making the whole
was some little laughter on the other | expenditure something like $13,000,000
®ide of the House; and, no doubt,in | or $14,000,000 for that section. I have
Jjustification of their vote on the land { heard the hon. member for Gloucester say
question this morning, they will say there | that the experience in the other Frovinces
was no money init, and, therefore, they |is that railways have not developed the
did not sacrifice anything in voting | country. Why, suppose we had put
against the sale of the lands. But Thold | a railway through any part of New
that that estimate was not an exag- | Brunswick that was difficult of ac-
gerated one. But suppose it was large, ! cess, and through such lands as we have
taking but one-half the population that is | on the banks of the River St. John—and
estimated to go into the North-West, | this is the kind of soil we have in the
making this year 12,000 instead of 24,000, | North-West—I wounld like to know if
and adding 2,500 a year instead of 5,000, ! that Railway would not be an effectual

D =
and then provide for the sale of but one- 1means of developing and settling the
half of the lands estimated by the Premier, ' country ¢ Well, Sir, if that be the case,
and whatis the result? It produces in | I think there is every reason to hope, and
ten years, In money, according tc that | be hopeful, with reference to the great
statement,  $19,500,000 instead of | future of this country. Our financial
$39,000,000, and it would leave a balance | difficulties, as I stated in my Budget
of payment due onthe landsof $16,000,000 | Speech, will be for the next year or two;
towards the payment of the debt. The ! atter that our course will be clear, and
hon. member for Gloueester called atten- | the Government will have the control in
tion to the fact, that my hon. friend the  their hands, If they find there is a
leader of the Government did not refer to | difficulty with vreference to the ex-
the interest that is to be paid in that time. : penditure, they can limit it; but I
Well, our calculation is this: that, in . believe they will find that $5,000,000
order to complete the Railway from the a year on that road, and upon the 900
head of Lake Superior to Winnipeg and miles beyond Winnipeg, will not be an

Sir Samumr L. TiLLEY.
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unreasonable expenditure. This is a
grave and serious question, no doubt,
but I feel that the possession of that
magnificent territory, affording the facili-
ties it does, and the inducements to emi-
grate from the Old World to come and
settle it, places us in an entirely different
position from that we occupied before we
came into possession of it.  So much with
reference to the financial view of the
question. I come now to consider the
Taviff and its effects during the last twelve
months. I stated, when I made my first
Budget Speech, that tue most serious
effect pradicted of the policy the Govern-
ment had inzugmated was that it would
operate injuriously to certain Provinces.
Well, Sir, T undertook to show briefly
that the Province especially to which that
reference was made would not, in my
judgment, suffer very materially under
the operation of that Tariff; that was
the Province of New Brunswick. An
hon. member of this House made an
effective speech on this subject last year,
and he made an effective speech this year;
but as his statements did not happen to
be consistent with the facts, the effect
of that speech will not be as great as it
was at the moment of its delivery, when
he was surrounded by his friends and con-
gratulated upon his speech. That hon.
member (Mr. Ross), in order especially
to show that this Tariff operated in-
Jjuriously to Ontario and New Brunswick,
stated that, in consequence of it, the duties
collected per head of the population in

Ontario had been increased last year

$1.16 per head, whereas in Quebec they
had only been increased 27c. per liead ; in
Nova Scotia they had been dimiuished 9c.
per head, but in New Brunswick they had
been increased $1.40 per head. = Now,
though the returns for last year only em-
brace some four months’ operations of the
Tariff, if such had been the actual results
of that Tariff, then the hon. member
would have made out a case with reference
to the unequal bearing of this Tariff upon
the Provinces of Ontario and New Bruns-
wick.  But, when I tell this House ‘hat
the difference per head of the population
during last year was 16c¢. instead of $1.16
for (ntario

Me. ROSS (West Middlesex): Last
year? My statement was correct,

Sik SAMUEL L. TILLEY: Your
statement for last year is not correct. I
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have the returns for last year to show
that the increase in Ontario was but 16c.
per head, instead of $1.16. It was 27ec.
in the Province of Quebec; and instead
of its being in New Brunswick &1.40
more per head, it is $1.40 less.

Mr. MACKENZIE: How does the
hon. gentleman count the entriss at
Montreal ?

Sigk SAMUEL L. TILLEY : I am
merely taking his statement, in which he
refers to the increase of duties per head of
the population.

Me. MACKENZIE : If the hon. gentle-
man is giving figures ; of his own, I want
to know how le arrived at it.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : They are
from the Trade Returns. If you turn
them up, I will show you the figures : they
speak for themselves.

Mer. ROSS: I referred to percentage.

Sip SAMUEL L. TILLEY: Turn
to the Trade Returns of lust year,
where there is a comparative statement
of the per capita rate of Customs duties—
it was from that, I suppose, the hon.
gentleman obtained his data, and, if
the hon. gentleman expects his stute-
ments to have any eifect upon the
country, he must not make statements so
inaccurate and so open to contradictior.
I advise him to state things as they are
instead of reversing them, and stating
there is an increase of $1.40 instead of a
decrease. That decrease took place in
this way : In 1877-8, owing to the fire in
St. John, there was a very large increase
of imports into the FProvince of New
Brunswick. That increased the rate per
head on its population, and the result
wasthat last year it was $1.40less. Then
the hon. member stated, and the state-
ment was responded to by the members of
the Opposition around him, that that was
a point it was hard toget over. It ounly
shows to what the hon. member will
resort to make a point against the Tariff.
I desire to enlarge a little upon the effect
of this Tariff on the Province of New
Brunswick. An hon. member for Ontario
referred to a petition from St. John com-
plaining of the operations of the Tariff
laid on the Table of the House, and hav-
ing about 2,600 or 2,700 signatures. I
find that the signatures to that petition
numbered just the same as the votes re-
corded by the late Minister of Customs at
his last election. Then, the petition had
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this advantage : that, in a population of
40,000, where there would be 10,000male
adults, many of them not electors, many
non-electors’ signatures could be obtained.
Moreover, I find that this petition was
sent to every section of the country.
This petition does not denote any great
change of opinion. The petition is a very
remarkable one altogether. I wonder it
was not signed by everyone to whom it was
presented. It asks that the duty should
be taken off sugar, flour, meal and almost
everything imported. I see that one gen-
tleman, a supporter of the gentlemen op-
posite, was quite willing that the duty
sliould be taken off everything but one
article, in which he was largely interested,
as he is a large stockholder in the Spring
Hill coal mines, and he marks on the
margin, “except coal.” It is necessary to
look carefully into a petition, in order to
discover what value is to be attached to
it. I notice that there is a marvellous
similarity in the handwriting of the
signatuves, and an important feature in
connection with the petition is that
portions of it are much worn, and in a
soiled condition, which is an evidence of
the amount of labour expended in hawk-
ing it about. The parties signing this
petition also signed a joint letter to
myself and the county members, asking
that the petition should be complied with.
I did not receive the letter until several
days after I made my financial speech,
when it was not possible to take these
subjects up and deal with them. T now
come to a matter of somewhat personal
character. The hon. member for Queen’s,
(Mr. King) who has takencharge of the city
and county of St. John, read an elavorate
paper, showing the number of mechanics
and tradesmen in the city of St. John,
and he took me to task for having made
calculations, with reference to the effect
of -Confederation, financial or other-
wise, that were proved to be entirely
erroneous. I may say, in this connection,
with regard to the question of Con-
federation, the hon. gentleman did, as he
did wpon a former occasion, refer to the
fact that, Tstated the probable Customs
and Excise tax, under the arrangements
made in Quebec, would be $2.75 or $3
a head. But what was the fact? If we
bear in mind the arrangements made
after the Quebec meeting, and subsequent
concessions and readjustment of debts,

Sir SamuEL L. TiLLey.
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we will find that the sums we are now re-
ceiving in New Brunswick, as interest on
debts and subsidies, is $3 per head of the
present population—a greater sum than it
was sugposed the mnecessary taxation
would be under the original arrangement.
I do not hesitate to say, and it is sus-
ceptible of proof, that New Brunswick
has received a sum equal to what she has
paid year by year into the Dominion
Treasury, without paying, to this moment,
one cent of interest on the expenditure
in connection with the Pacific Railway,
the Canals or the Civil Service. Not-
withstanding this, I am held up here as
entering into an srrangement that has
been financially injurious to the Province
of New Brunswick. With reference to
the condition of  that portion of the
Dominion, I made some statements the
other day in relation to the effect of the
National Policy on the manufacturing in-
dustries of that Province. At the
close of last Sossion, I stated that a
charter had been asked for the estab-
lishment of a sugar refinery. As nothing
had been done under that charter, my
reference to the proposed refinery at
Moncton was ridiculed. The other day,
I thought I would - telegraph to Mr.
Harris in respect to this refinery, and I
received a reply from his partner, stating
that they had commenced the construction
of the sugar refinery, and that Mr. Harris
was in England for the purpose of pur-
chasing machinery.

Sz ALBERT J. SMITH:
many men will it employ ?

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : It will
employ enongh men, so that, by its in-
fluence in the town of Moncton, and by
the impetus it will give to the trade of
Moncton, my hon. friend opposite, at the
next election, will not be able to obtain
as large a support as he Thas
hitherto done in that town. Then
I telegraphed to the Vice-President of
the lock and Brass Company, which
has been established with $200,000
capital, $60,000 paid up. He says the
building is all up, and they will com-
mence work on the Ist of May. The
hon. gentleman said: Oh, that is an
enterprise that has been contemplated for
a long time. An ingenious man resising
at' Moncton invented a lock and patented
it, but he was never able, until this policy
was adopted, to manufacture the article.

How
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They are not only manufacturing that | reduction of the duty on molassesand tea

lock, but an American capitalist has gone
in with them, and they intend making all
kinds of brass and plated ware. With
regard to the cotton mill at St. Stephen’s,
which has been referred to by Mr.
Weldon, I have received a telegram from
the secretary authorising me to state that
$80,0060 capital has been subscribed,
thai the success of the concern was as-
sured, and that the statement made by
Mr. Weldon was entirely without foun-
dation. Then there is the Nut and Bolt
Company that was referred to. I tele-
graphed to Mr. Levy Young, the pro-
moter of the Company, and he states that
the building will be commenced by the
first of May, and that they have orders
ahead for all the work they can do for six
months. I think this looks as if there
was some vitality in the Province, that
is said to be doomed and destroyed by the
policy of the present Government, and I
am satisfied the people of that Province
will show as much cnterprise as any
other part of the Dominion. With
reference to the alleged poverty-stricken
-character of that country, I have returns
of the Savings Bank deposits during
January, February and March., The
returns of these Savings Banks give some
idea of the condition of the working
classes. What are the facts? These
returns show that, during these months,
$88,000 more have been deposited than
withdrawn against $16,000 withdrawals
in excess of deposits during the same

period of the previous year. What
has  been  the effect of  the
policy:  with references to the re-

venue? The revenue collected during
the first six months of this year is
$100,000 less than for the same period in
the previous year; and add to that $40,000
on the sugar duties, collectedt his year at
Montreal instead of St. J obn, and you
have $60,000 less taxation on the people,
in shape of Customs, than the year before.
It may be said, on the other hand, that is
a proof of the poverty of the people. If
that be so, then the revenue collected in
March, being $13,000 more than the pre-
vious March, and in excess of any March
-collections for ten years previous to the
fire, is evidence of returning prosperity.
The hon. member for Queen’s says that all
supplies cost him more tlis year than last,
At the same time, he admitted that the

paid the duty on cornmeal. Now, there
is a rather conflicting testimony here, be-
cause he says there isno increased price
in regard to oats, provisions and pork ;
and, if tea and molasses are cheaper than
they were, how is itthat thelumberers’sup-
plies can be so largely increased in price
The hon. gentleman, and also the hon.
member for Northumberland, declared
that their predictions that wages would be
increased had not been fulfilled; that
wages had mnot increased. Well, I
do feel that if they are getting a
larger price for their lumber than they did
last year, and the supplies cost the men
more than formerly, as they allege, and
as these gentlemen largely control
the labour and the price of labour in
their counties, they ought, in com-
mon fairness, to have advanced the
wages of their men ; such a course would
have been more consistent with their
great professions of regard for the poor
man. With reference to the West India
trade, I must say here that that interest
has largely improved the value and pay-
ing capacity of small vessels, and coasters
are now receiving freights such as they
have not reccived for many ‘years.

Sik ALBERT J. SMITH: Where?

Sik SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Out of
the ports of New Brunswick. At St
John, a large number of vessels are, at
this moment, being specially built for
this trade with the West Indies. and for
trade with the United States. The rates
of freight are larger, and I have it from
undoubted authority that, since Decem-
ber last, there have been more vessels in
the port of St. John than for ten years,
during the same months. I do not say
that this all due to the National Policy,
but it certainly does show that the
National Policy is not ruining St. John
or New Brunswick, and that St. John is
not in the bankrupt and dilapidated con-
divion that it hias been represented to be
by hon. gentlemen opposite. You may
go through that city and that Province,
as I have had the opportunity of
doing, and I do mnot hesitate
to say, speaking of that Province with
reference to its condition to-day, and the
bankrupteies which are alleged to be the
result of this Tariff, that the bankruptcies
there are less than in any otker portion
of the Dominion, according to the popula_
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tion, and T ask hon. gentlemen opposite to
name two men, or one man even, who has
been forced into insolvency through the
National Policy. They cannot do it. It
is when they are called upon for details
that they fail to establish their assertions;
when they attacked the industries of St.
Catharines they were mwet with their
answer, and so it is whenever we bring
tliem to particulars; they are met with a
distinet and positive answer to the state-
ments they make. And so it is with re-
ference to St. John. The information on
these points can be obtained, if it exists,
in twenty-four hours. I ask for the name
of one man who was forced into bankruptey
by the National Policy.

Sz ALBERT J. SMITH : How can
this be shown?

Sk SAMUEL L. TILLEY: How
can it be shown? Why, the opposite
statement has been made : but, if hon. gen-
tlemen who have made that assertion know

nothing about it, if they have no evidence :

of it, if no evidence can be given that one
man was driven into insolvency by the
National Policy, how can it be stated

that many had Dbeen made bank-
rupts by the National Policy? Tt
it cannot be shown, then I ask how

can the cpposite be asserted, and why
was it asserted? The fact is that there
was scarcely a man in St. John, who has
since failed, who was not insolvent the
day after the fire. 1 would ask, Sir, what
would have been the result through the
length and breadth of the Dominion, if
we had not had the National Policy, and
thus given vitality to the various interests
of this great Dominion? Now, passing
from New Brunswick for the present,
because 1 have the advantage of replying
to anything that may he said on the
opposite side, T come to the question ot
manufacturers. I stated in Dbrief, with
reference to manufactories throughout the

country, that, from my observation, after |

visiting a great many of them, I found
that the result of this policy was satis-
factory tothem. The hon. the leader of
the Opposition said that one-half of the
nmanufacturers objected to the Tariff;
reference was made to my visit to London
in proof of it. I visited in all nineteen
manufacturing centres, and some of these
are the most important manufacturing
districts ; and, after visiting them, I was
satisfied with what I saw, and that the

Sir Samuer L. Tirey,
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great bulk of the manufacturers of the
country were satisfied, and nearly all
declared that the policy had been bene-
ficial. Something was said about my
being besieged in London by a number of
persons dissatisfied. My visit there
was very satisfactory. It is guite
true I met some gentlemen on Satur-
day evening who had some represent-
ations to make, and I arranged
to meet them at the City Hall on Mon-
day, and discuss the various matters they
had to present for consideration. I met
them there ; one complained about the
tolls in the harbour of Port Stanley, and
asked that they should be reduced; an-
other, engaged in the slaughtering of hogs,
thought that they were not fairly dealt
with in respect to the difference of weight
allowed between the live hogs and ex-
ported pork; and this complaint was
1 dealt with in due course by the hon. the
{ Minister of Customs, and concessions
made.  Another gentleman, in the cap
and fur trade, bad a grievance with refer-
ence to duties on a particular description
of felt ; but he told me that his friend in
the same line of business opposite to him
was perfectly satistied with the Tariff;
this I knew already, for I had seen the
gentleman in question, who, by-the-bye,
was a firm supporter of hon. gentlemen
opposite, and he had told me he was quite
content with the Tariff, and had no sug-
gestions to make in regard to it. I
oisited the carriage manufactories referred
to by the hon. gentlemen opposite. The
carriage-makers did object to the 30 per
cent. on certain materials entering into
the construction of carriages. Homn. gen-
tlemen, however, had said that the Tariff’
had destroyed this trade with Australia.
How could this be, as a drawback would
be allowed on materials used in carriages
exported ? It was, probably, the imposition
of a similar duty, and the adoption of
a similar policy by Awustralia, that
destroyed our trade in this respect—not
our own National Policy. Our manu-
facturers would pay no duty on goods
exported. A great number of waggons
and agricultural implements are being
sent out to Manitoba. A gentleman
engaged in the manufacture of agricul-
tural implements told me, when in Lon-
don, that he had received orders from
Manitoba for $60,000 worth of agricul-
tural implements and wagons, to be
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delivered this spring. I visited a furniture
factory that had just re-opemed, and I
found the men in great spirits; I found
the words “Success to the National
Policy” posted up in every conceivable
place. And what did I find them doing
in this factory? I found them manu-
facturing the trames of sofas, an article
that had never been manufactured there
before, but bad previously been trans-
ported from Chicago. and which they now
manufacture for smaller manufacturers in
the upholstery line. This was a new in-
dustry in this branch. T then went to a
rolling-stock manufactory, and found
them engaged in the manufacture of cars
for the Southern Railway. Let me say
here that the National Policy has had
this effect of causing to be manutactured
in Canadacarsandlocomotives that would
otherwise have been manufactured in the
United States. In Montreal there has
been an immense number of men at
work on rolling-stock. I was not only in
London, but I was in Brantford, on
uy way from London, and at Brantford
I met a great many who had formerly
been supporters of the hon. gentleman
opposite, and one, who had, according to
his own statement, been a constant sup-
porter of the Liberal party, who said, in
the course of $peech made by him at a
dinner, at which I was: ¢TI have been a
supporter for twenty-seven years of the
Liberal party ; I have not agreed with
them in the policy of Free-trade, but I
have supported them with every vote; I
am engaged in a business in which we
have scarcely held our own for the last
four years. I visited Ottawa ; Tappealed
to the Government; I stated to the ex-
Minister of Finance our difficulty, our
sinking condition ; and what the conse-
quence would be if no relief was given ;
and I said to him : ‘See, we are sinking;
we must have some assistance.” ¢ Go
back,” said the ex-Finance Minister, ¢ and
sink, then.” Am I then to be called a
traitor to my principles because I have
in that sinking condition, laid hold of the
lifeboat that has been prepared by Sir
John A. Macdonald to save us? I have
a living now ; my profits are small, but,
nevertheless, I am able to keep my mill

going and keep my men employed.” 1!

visi.tgd another manufacturer with the
political proclivities of hon. gentlemen
opposite. As we passed through his
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place, there were many smiling faces. He
said to me, before we went through:
“You have a great many friends here,
and I should not at all wonder if
they give you a cheer; if they do,
I will not object.” I visited an estab-
lishment in another town. I was
shown through by one of the partners,
and general satisfaction was expressed. 1
will tell you the conversation that passed
in the evening after being through this
establishment. A geutleman asked me,
“Did you see, Mr. Soand-So? 1
answered “No.,” He said, “ I saw him
the other day and I said to him ¢Mr.
Tilley is coming here in a few days, you
will, of course, show him through your
place’; he said, ‘I do not want to see
Mr. Tilley ; I do not want to admit that
the National Policy has done us any good,
and I would have to do so were I to see
him.”” Now, though giving unwilling
testimony, that same gentleman had ex-
pressed himself satistied, and that his
business was in a prosperous condition.
I visited Gtananoque, where I went over
several establishments, where the pro-
prietors were of one or the other side of
politics, and, with cne exception, all ad-
mitted that the change in the Tariff had
benefitted them, and I have not been in
any town of the Dominion of Canada of
the same population that showed more
vitality than that town. I visited the
principal manufacturing centres, including
Oshawa, Belleville, Toronto, Montreal,
Sherbrooke and Almoute, and conversed
with their manufacturers and merchants.
Almonte is an important manufacturing
centre for woollen goods, partly owing to

{its magnificent water-power. I found
the three leading establishments work-
ing after hours, though they lad

been shut down for some time before,
The largest had been bringiug in new
machinery, to take advantage of the best in-
ventions for the manufacture of new kinds
of cloths. The other establishments
were working overtime. The weavers re-
ceived, the day I was there, or the fol-
|lowing day, some 10 per cent., or 10c.
a day additional to their wages. I was
pointed out the building erected for a
furniture factory, and have been asked here
{if 1 visited it. Yes, it was shown me; and
i T was told it had been burned outin 1876,
. and that the town of Almontehad agreedto
‘give $10,000 as a bonus for its recon-
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struction. The building was reerected,
and the town having failed to give the
bonus it stood there awaiting use; but it
will not wait long, I trust, under Protec-
tion, for an occupant. It stands idle be-
cause the capital of the company was lost
by the fire, and the promised bonus was
vefused. The other interests of the town,
especially the woollen, were in a most
flourishing condition. Wherever I went
I found improvement. Take, for
instance, Montreal, where it is estimated
there are to-day 4,000 more operatives
employed, and at better wages and at full
time, than there were this time twelve
months. A large machine shop is manu-
facturingmachinery for the sugar refinery,
and producing machinery for other manu-
factories being established ; you will find
in different parts of the country, work-
shops turning out new machinery. They
have had an impetus given to their trade,
as they are building engines, locomotives
and machines for the new industries. T
want no betler proof of the success of the
National Policy than in the construction
and enlargement of cotton and woollen
mills. A gentleman who was here last
Session, and had opposed the duty on
coarse woollen goods, afterwards went to
England and brought out machinery for-
merly in use there, for a woollen mill
erected at Montreal, and he had 100
hands employed in it in three months
after the change of Tariff. One ready-
made clothing establishroent in Montreal
has 900 hands employed. You find in
factory after factory all the hands now
fully employed, and in increased numbers.
Hon, gentlemen opposite say that those
are immense monopolies, taking, unfairly,
the hard earnings of the masses. I have
statements from the manufacturers show-
ing that cotton goods, bleached and un-
bleached, were, on the 2lst February
last, for sale in this country as
cheap as they could be bought in
Boston, and the duty saved on them.
I requested and got reliable state-
ments from the manufacturers. There is
a differenceof less than lc. per pound on
the weight of the cotton manufuctured in
favour of Boston ; but the manufucturers
here give three menths’ credit, and 10
per cent. discount, while in Massachusetts
but two months are given, and 5 per cent.
discount, which makes the price abuut
the same in both countries.  With refer-

Sk SamukL L. TiLLEY]

|COMMONS. ]

The Tariff.

ence to woollen goods, taking the price of
wool for 1873 to the present year, let us
look at the profits on the manufacture
of a pound of wool; in 1872, 52¢c. ; in
1873, 42¢c. ; in 1874, 43c. ; in 1875, 47c.;
in 1876, 48¢c. ; in 1877, 46ic.; in 1878,
41lc, and in 1879, 30c.—that is down
to the end of 1879. Then, here is the
statement for 1880, so far as it has gone.
The difference between the price of wool
per pound and the price of 121 ounce
cloth per yard, in 1870, 55c. : in 1871,

| 35¢.; in 1872, 40c. ; in in 1873, 45c¢. ;

in 1874, 40c.; in 18735, 40c.; in 1876,
40c.; in 1877, 35c.; in 1878, 3Jc.; in
1879, 30c.; in 1880, 35c. The duty
was 15 per cent. in the earlier and 171
per cent. in the latter years; but those
goods are sold at present at a lower rate
of profit on the manufactures of the wool
than before. I have a statement in
reference to grey and white blankets, and
the profits per pound stand in the same
proportion ; and, in conversation with a
gentleman, within the last few days, who
deals largely in that article, he stated
that, until the recent increase in the
price of wool, the price of Cornwall
blankets, nothwithstanding the increase of
duty, had not been increased to the pur-
chaser. When wool rose from 22c. to
35c. per pound, the manufacturers of
woollen goods had to increase their price
in the same proportion. This gives cot-
ton and woollen goods manufactured in
Canada to the consumer at a less price
than if the tormer tariff were in force.
We come now to the price of sugar. My
hon. friend behind me (Mr. White) made
some statements that were very
full and clear. He  referred to
the number employed in the ve-
fineries, and the additional work
sugar gave, not only in refining, but in
the manufacture of barrels, cartage, etc.
One important point has been kept out
of sight by hon. gentlemen opposite.
Under the late Tariff, sugar above No.
13, paid Ic. per pound and 25 per cent.
duty. Now, what did we do when we re-
adjusted the Tariff last year? We said
that all sugar, No. 14 and below, down
to No. 9, should pay gc. per pound and
25 per cent. This description of sugar
that I hold in my hand is very fair
grocer's sugar, that may be consumed by
any family. A very good and desirable
sugar pays, to-day, 4c. per pound less
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than it paid under the Tariff of the bon.
gentlemen opposite. It pays jc. per
pound specific duty less, and, when im-
ported direct to the Dominion, the 25 per
cent. levied on it isnot charged on the
cost of the packages and other charges,
but on the first cost, which makes the
rate to-day, to the consumer, jc. per
pound less than under the old Tariff ; and
on all grades between thirteen and nine,
which can be used by any family, pays
1c. per pound less, because they do not
pay the 25¢. on the charges.

An Hox. MEMBER : That is not re-
fined sugar.

Stk SAMUEL L. TILLEY: Certainly
not ; but the hon. gentleman told us the
Tariff operated against the poor man.
‘When we can establish that therich man’s
sugar, aswell as the poor man’s, is ad-
mitted at  lc.  less per pound
than  formerly, and the sugar be-
tween No. 13 and No. 9 at Je. less
than before the present Tariff, the ery with
reference to the poor man’s injuries by
the chapge of duty on sugar is absurd.
This trade involves far more than the
employment of alarge number of men in
Montreal, Halifax, Moncton, Hamilton
and other cities—more by the direct trade
with the St. Lawrence, and New Bruns-
wick, and Nova Scotia, with the West
Indies. With this trade, a vessel leaving
any of our ports with a cargo of lumber
or fish for the West Indies, can find a re-
turn cargo of sugar for Halifax, St. John
or Montreal. The party shipping the
Canadian cargo can thus obtain a lower
rate, giving increased profits to the ship-
ping interest, or reduced freight to the
shipper, by which his profits are in-
-creased. The hon. member for West Mid-
dlesex (Mr. Ross), said the difference be-
tween the quantity of sugarimported from
England and that brought to Canada from
the West Indies, under the new Tariff.
was about 4,700 tons a year. He will
find it amounts to 26,000 tons. Vessels
from Canada can accept lower rates to the
West Indies when they have those return
freights, and they can get higher rates
and more profit when there is com-
petition among merchants. It is true
that foreign vessels come to Montreal with
cargoes from Cuba ; but that has its ad-
vantage, as they load with our grain, and
foster traie between Canada and

-other countries. These vessels, with
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sugar and coal required for re-
fining, provide tonnage at Montreal
at rates that enable them to compete with
vessels offering at New York, and thus
secure our exports vie the St. Lawrence.
It may be said you are interfering with
the extent of the outward-bound freights
by your National Policy. I answer:
does it not take more tonnage to bring
here 100 tons of wool than it does to bring
the products of 100 tons? Does it not take
more tonnage to bring iron here, in the
raw state, than if manufactured, and the
same with other articles of trade?! ILeu
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie)
gainsay this if he can. The National
Policy is enconraging our shipping, and
developing the North-West as well,. We
are spending a large amount to improve
our inland pavigation and trade Ly the
¥t. Lawrence. We find the Americans
in sharp competition with us, as the
large emigration to that country gives its
vessels return business. But we shall

hereafter have steamships carrying
European emigrants to settle in our
North-West, and carrying  back

the products of that region and of the
older Provinces, at lower rates, and thus
enable us to compete with our neighbours.
Inthatway also, wewillseethe advantages
of the National Policy. Let it be pro-
perly worked out, and the country sutti-
ciently developed, and we shall havea
larger outlet by the St. Lawrence than
ever before, andthebenefits of an increased
carrying trade. With regard to the
statement that Jc. to 1jc. per pound is
the addition to the price of sugar under
this Tariff, the quotations of November,
December and January last will show it
has been selling at a little less than
under  the old Tarif We will
do still better if we buy when
prices are higher and there is a larger
balance in our favour. We shut out the
American article, by addingto the value of
this sugar the amount of their drawback.
Our American neighbours can remove this
ditliculty at any moment by reducing their
drawbacks. But there is no objection to
a competition to keep our refined sugar at
a reasonable price. The competition of the
Mother Country will be strong enough.
It has no duties on raw sugars, which her

:merchants buy on the must tavourable

terms, with capital at 3 or 4 per cent.
Labour is low, and they can get their
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freights from the West Indies and to
Canada at a little more than we pay for
freights from the the West Indies to the
Dominion. With this British competition,
our manufacturers could not, if they
desired to do so, take from the people of
this country any undue profit. And, in
this connection, let me say that the re-
mark I made on oune occasion, when
reference was made to the increase in the
price of sugar and tea, that I was pleased
to know, that, under our policy, the
country was full of sugar, that Montreal
and Halifax warchouses were well stocked,
and that it was not only in the handsof
Messrz. Redpath, but of merchants in the
leading cities as weli; who had this des-
cription of sugar brougbt in under this

favouring Tariff;, which they were
selling to their customers, and that

instead of twenty million pounds, they
Lad three times that amount, and
the profit went into the pockets of Cana-
dians instead of the pockets of the people
of the United States. T was ridiculed,
and it was said that it was most extra-
ordinary for the Finance Minister, or any-
one else, to say the people were to be
congratulated because the price had ad-
vanced.  Mr. Speaker, it would have
advanced without reference to the Tarift
rrangements, brt we would not have had
the profit. 'When visiting a warehouse in
Hamilven, I said to the proprietor, *“So
the price of tea has greatly advanced,”
and he told me that it had. Under the
vstein of the last two or three vears, a
large portion of the -tock then in Canada
would have been lying in Boston and
New York, and in the hands of American
traders there, while now the profits on
the advance were in the pockets of Cana-
dians.  Is there anything wrong in con-
gratulating Canadians on Tarifl’ arrange-
wents which have given them the profits
instead of giving it to the Americans ?
With reference to the farmer, if his sugar

most of our people consume costs less ; if
the cottons furnished to them cost no
more ; if the woollen goods cost no
more, what difference does it make to
bim? With reference to the cost of
flour, I have a statement lere as to the
flour brought into the markets of New
Brunswick during the past year. The
writer says :— .
“The accompanying statement gives the
Sk Sayver Lo Tioiey.
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comparative cost in St. John, New Bruns-
wick, of a bkrand of American flour and a
brand of Canadian four, the quality being
equal :—

Am, fle. Can, flr.

Janvary, 1879, 18th to 20th &6 €0 §5 70
February, *¢ ¢ 6 05 555
March, o o 6 (5 575
April, “ “ 610 585
May, “ ¢ 6 10 5 85
June, o b 6 10 5 85
July, ¢ ‘e 6 10 6 10
Angust, “ ‘¢ 6 10 6 10
September, ‘o 6 50 6 30
October, “ ¢ 775 7 20
November, ¢ ¢ 775 7 20
December, < € 775 7 20

““ The flour impoerted from the United States,
and the quantity was limited, was strong
bakers’ flour, made from Minnesota wheat, a
quality of wheat not grown in Canada, except
in the North-West, and an inferior flour used
for ships’ bread. The quotations given are
actwal transactiors, and show that the duty
of 50c. per barrel has not materially increased
the price to consumers.”

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH : Ts this gen-
tleman in favour of the duty?

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : T donot
know whether he is in favour of the duty
or not, but he is in favour of the policy,
and he is one of the largest dealers in
New Brunswick, and gives this as his ex-
perience of the result of the policy.

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

After Recess.

St SAMUEL L. TILLEY : When
addressing the House, before separating
at Six o'clock, I was anxious to place
my hands upon some papers that I could
not find at the time. I now have them
before me, and, as the statement I made
was without reference to the documents,
perhaps the House will bear with me if I
make reference to them now. In reference
to the statements made by the hon.

' member for West Middlesex (Mr. Ross),
" T have here a table taken from the Trade
- and Navigation Returns for 1879, No. 8,
costs him 1o more, and the sugar which '

page xxv., showing the rates of Customs
duties per head of the population, paid in
each Province ancd in the Dominion,
from 1868 to 1879. I find by this
that, in 1878, the amount per head in
Ontario was $2.90, while, in 1879,
it was $£3.06, leaving a difference of 16c.
mstead of $1.16, as stated by the bon.
member for West Middlesex. In New

_ Brunswick, the Customs duty in 1878,
~was $5.07 per head, and, in 1879, $3.67
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per head, making the per capita for 1879
#1.40 less than in 1878, instead of $1.40
more, as stated by the Lon. member for
West Middlesex.

Mr. ROSS : The report of that speech,
from which the hon. gentleman has quoted,
is not correct. The Hansard report isnot
correct. I remember perfectly what 1
said. It is not soreported in the Toronto
Gloé, nor in any other report that I have
seen. It is a misstatement as to the
difference between per head and per cent.

Sie SAMUEL L. TILLEY : I looked
at the Torcnto (lobe the next day, sup-
posing that a speech delivered with such
force and with such effect as that of the
hon. member would have appeared in full;
and I venture to say that no one was
movre congratulated by his political friends
than he was in rveference to that speech,
and for the reason that he made reckless
statements, of which 1 have given an
exarnple. I took downthe remark at the
time, and it was a question with me
whether I would then refer to it, or wait
until I had an opportunity of replying.
When I looked iu the G'lche the next
day, to my astonishment, I found the
bon. gentleman, who was entitled to
at least two or three columns, was
favoured with very little space. I could
not understand it, unless the explanation
way that some of his colleagues had given
the hint to the reporters that it would
not do to publish the speech in full. I
saw the Hansard report, and found that |
my impression of the speech was correct, -
The hon. gentleman said (Hansard,
page 644):

“Let me give you a fact or two, which
will illustrate the werking of the tariff. The
percentage which Ontario paid upon dutiable
goods she corsumed last year was increased
by 2} per cent. ; the Province of Quebec, 1}
per cert.; Nova Scotia, 24 per cent.; New
Brunswick, 3; per cent. : British Columbia,
21-5 per cent. ; Prince Edward Island, 2 per
cent. So urevenly does this tariff rest upon
the various Provinces that the Customs duties
paid by Ontario have increased by $1.16 per
head ; those paid by Quebec on'y 27c. yper
head; New Brunswick, $1.40 per head;
British  Colunibia, $1.80 per head; Prince
Edward Island, 27c. per head.”

I noticed the statement at the time, and,
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if my memory serves me, called attention
to 1t across the floor of the House, and !
the hon. leader of the Opposition called '
to the hon. gentleman, as if to say, the!
hon. the Finance Minister wishes to i
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speak to you,” but I stopped. T thought
it would be better to take it up after-
wards. An error of that kind is very
grave, and it is very important that these
comparisons should be accurate and pex-
fectly reliabla. I did mnot find the
remarks in the Globe, but 1 looked in
the Hansard, and found that, after it
had received the hon. gentleman’s revision,
it corresponded with my notes taken
at the time. Therefore, 1 read from these
returns to show that, instead of the
amount being as stated by the hon. gen-
tleman, it was very different. As far as
New Brunswick was concerned, if there
was anything in the argument of the hon.
gentleman at all, the National Policy
affects it beneficially. I do not claim
that, but for peculiar circumstances in
1877-8, the large importation of goods
to replace those destroyed by fire, made
the revenue larger than usual, and the
population larger, and the difference in
the duty was $1.40 between that yea:
and 1878-9, but it was a decrease per
head instead of an increase. I have
here a telegram which was sent to me
from the Secretary of the Cotton Manu
facturing Company, in St. Stephens,
which I will read :

¢ Sr. SteruENs, N.B., March 25th.
“Sir Leonard Tilley :

“Weldon’s reference to St. Croix Cotton
Factory excites great indignation here. Cotton
mill enterprise progressing most favourably.
Subscription list upward of §30,000,  Capital-
ists, regardless of politics, promise good addi-
tions. Town Council of Militown vote to issue

; detcntures for $50,000 in aid. James Murchie,

Judge Stevens, the Eatons, Boardmnass, Charles
F. 'Yodd Chipinan, and other leading men, all
taking active part. The Committee wish this to
be made as public as W eldon’s statement.
“DAVID MAIN,

- ¢ Secretary to Committee,”

Then I took the liberty of telegraphing
to three gentlemen connected with
proposed mnew industries in New
Brunswick, as my statements with refer-
ence to them were said by hon. gentle-
men opposite to be all moonshine. I
wrote to Mr. Stephens, of Moncton, Vice-
President of the Lock factory there, and
asked what the condition of that con-
cern was, and herz is what he said:
* Machinery will be in and work com-
menced by the 20th April.
«H. T. STEVENS,
*“ Vice.Preeident, Lock Company.”
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Y then sent a telegram to Mr. Harris,
a gentleman who has taken a deep in-
terest in the establishment of the sugar
refinery at Moncton, and a warm political
and personal friend of the hon. member
for Westmoreland (Sir Albert J. Smith).
‘While I am upon this subject, I am re-
minded that one of the hon. gentlemen
on the other side sdid it was no wonder a
sugar vefinery was being established at
Moncton, because it was understood that
the Company would have the Government
at their back, Now, this was an impli-
cation, at least, that the Government
were, either at the expense of the public
or in some other way, offering help in
that undertaking. I may say that the
difficulty the Company had was with
reference to the difference in the freight
charged on the Intercolonial for raw
and refined sugar. That Railway. for
the purpose of taking the business
as far as possible between Halifax
and Montreal, had placed a charge
of something Iike 17 cents per 100
pounds upon raw sugar, beinglessthan that
on refined ; andit was for the purpose of
making the rates more equitable, a
reduction was made on the rates of refined
sugar taken to the different parts of the
Dominion from that refinery. Therefore,
there was no concession made beyond
what was granted to others, and what
was reasonable,“and no peculiar advantage
was given to that industry. " I sent a
telegram to this firm, and here is what
Mor. Harris says:
“ March 29th,

¢ Put in foundations for buildings ; will com-
mence bricklaying about the Ist of May.
J. L. Harris i England purchasing plant.
‘Will commence operation lst September.”

Then, with reference to the Nut and
Bolt Company, here is Mr. Young's
answer :

‘“Company have started four weeks since,
and is incorporated.  Half the stock taken up

and Directors appointed. Expect to commence
buildine as svon as frost permits. Six months’

orders ahead.
“LEVI H. YOUNG.”

These telegrams- give some evidence of
something tangible and reliable, and is
likely to produce a marked effect on
the industries of that section of the
Dominion, under the operation of the
National Policy. I now return to the
point I was discussing of the cost to the

Sig Samuerl L. TiLLey.
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consumer of the articles manufactured
in the Dominion of Canada. I have
spoken of Canadian woollen goods and of
flour.  An hon. gentleman endeavoured
to show that the National Policy had
really diminished rather than increased
the difference of prices of wheat in
Toronto and Chicago. It will be quite
apparent to every hon. member that the
imposition of 15c. duty per bushel on
wheat could not decrease the differenec
between the prices in Torontoand Chicago;
such a result could only be produced by
exceptional causes. 'What were the fucts
of the case? The circumstances were of
an exceptional nature, and they arose
from two causes. There was for months
a corner in the wheat market in Chicago,
and parties were keeping the price up
higher than it was in Canada, much
higher, in fact, than they were warranted
in holding it at even for the English
market. Then there was another diffi-
culty, and one that it would be excced-
ingly difficult for any Government to
remedy. It is a fact that any Tariff en-
actments we may make here will, toa
certain extent, be interfered with by
arrangements made by the raiiway com-
panies for carrying freights between cer-
tain points in the Dominion, and from
the Western States to points in tle Do-
minion. The low freights that existed
for a long time last year between New
York and Chicago had a great deal to do
with keeping up the prices in Chicago, as
compared with those in Toronto,
because there were times when you
could carry from Chicago to New
York freight as low as you could carry
the same quantity of wheat between
Toronto and Montreal. It is under these
circumstances possibly that a repetition of
such a state of things as existed daring
the last four months may occur. The
whole thing has, however, entirely changed
recently ; this corner has been broken up,
and prices have gone down, and the dif-
ference now is three or four times as great
as it was. Now, I do not hear hon.
gentlemen rising on our side of the House
and exclaiming that the imposition of
this duty has made the difference, nor do
I hear hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House calling attention to the
great difference, and giving us credit for
that change. Now, let us go a little
further with respect to prices. I recol
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lect visiting a most interesting establish-
ment for the manufacture of leather, op-
posite the city of Fredericton, in New
Brunswick. This company has not a
large capital, it is true; they couid do
more if they had more capital. They
manufacture a particular kind of leather,
for the lining of carriages and railway
passenger cars. Since the establishment
of that factory, that description of leather
has been sold for from 20 to 25 per cent.
less than it could be bought in the city
of Boston. Now we come to another
important industry that has been re-
ferred to by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, that of agricultural implements.
That is an important industry in this
country, and gives employment to
immense numbers of men.  Under
the present Tariff, they have nearly the
whole of the market of the Dominion
of Canada. With reference to Manitoba
I think that during the first six months
of tlils year only $3,000 duty was col-
lected on mowers and reapers imported
trom the TUnited States, as against
&70,000 in the same period of the year
before.  That industry has so developed
that the manufacturers now control
nearly the whole of the home market.
They ave, however, asking for the free
admission of a description of iron not
made in the country. They also ask that
the regulations of the Customs Depart-
ment should be so construed as to put on
the free list certain kinds of steel for
use in that manufacture  There was a
question as to whether that description of
steel was subject to duty or not. The
Government felt disposed to make every
reasonable concession in that respect, and
gave them the benefit of that. But what
do they represent to the Government?
One gentlemanbrought me a memorandum
showing that under our Tariff they would
have to pay $6,000 a year more of duty
on the iron and other materials that they
imported than they had paid the year
before.  The question was asked, can you
not increase your prices? and they
answered that they could not.. T visited
one establishment where the proprietor
told me that in 1878 they turned out
1,800 mowers and reapers, last year 2,500,
and this year they are manufacturing
4,000.. They pay into the revenue on the
material which is used more than they
paid under the old Tariff; the mowers
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and reapers cost no more to the farmers
who require them, and the men who manu-
facture them make a larger profit on the
increased number they are producing,
and an increased number of men receive
employment in their manufacture. Why,
some of these gentlemen ask for an in-
crease in the present Tariff, in order to
exclude from Manitoba American ma-
chines, and I, for one, would have no
hesitation in recommending to my col-
leagues an increase in the duty, so that
the Tariff might prevent importation from
abroad, if the present Tariff should not be
found to do so, in order that they should
have the entire home market, as they
are producing articles at such a mcderate
price. Now, we will come to the nail
industry. It was stated in my own Pro-
vince and in Quebec thut an increase of
the duty from 5 to 174 per cent. on the
iron would compel the manufacturvers to
raise their prices, but I found that in
those Provinces they were selling nails
for less than they could be bought in
Boston.

Mr. MACKENZIE : What has Boston
to do with it ?

Sir SAMUEL L. TTLLEY : That is
where the sharpest competition is.
They manufacture a larger amount of
nails, the consumer pays very little
more for them than formerly, we get
a duty on the raw material, and they
make profits on the increased manufac-
tures. There is an illustration of how
our industries really are benefitted and
the Treasury not injured, because we get
in return a considerable increase on the
raw material and duty on goods con-
sumed by the operatives as an equivalent
for what we lose on the articles that were
previously imported. The hon. member
for Westmoreland (Sir Albert J. Smith),
asked me, in reference to the flour duty,
“Is the gentleman who wrote that
letter in favour of the duty?”’ I answered
that he was ; and, from his manner of put-
ting the question, I inferred the hon. gen-
tleman placed less importance on his testi-
mony on that account. On this point I
will give the testimony of a gentleman
who is well known to be a most deter-
mined opponent of the National Policy.
That gentleman resides in the Province
of New Brunswick, and publishes a
paper there, the leading organ of the hon.
gentlemen opposite. I will quote from
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that paper, with reference to the furniture | toreadjust the Tariff for the purposes
mannfactures, upon which, they say, the | which we declared, and which we advo-
duty has been doubled. T willread a very ' cated, but in order to getan inecreased
inconsistent article, after this declaration, ' revenue, so that our expenditure might
that the manufacturer can sell cheaper not exceed our revenue. T will read
than the same furniture can be bought | from the article referred to from the St.
in the United States. Now, when! John Zeloyraph, Mr. Elderis the editor,
running the late election in St. Jobn, 2| a gentleman of great energy and ability,
message came to me from one of the gen- | and a most  determined advocate of Free-

tlemen referred to in this article. He
was a large commission merchant and im-
porter of furniture from the United

States. He had been a life long sup-
porter of mine. The message was to this
effect:  “Mr, So-and-so has supported

you ever since you entered public lffe;
he is anxious to do so stil, but he
requires one promise from you.” 1
said, “What 1s that promise?” He
answered, ¢ Unlessyou promise not toin-
crease the duty on American furniture,
an article in which he is dealing, he
cannot support you.” I said, I would be
sorry to lose hLis support, because he had
stood by me through eviland good report,
but I could not give that promise. When
the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) was scolding the House the other
night, he gave me 2 passing notice, and
said that I bad made statements in St.
John that were not consistent with the
policy we had introduced to this House.
I stated distinctly the policy I advocated
was a readjustment of the Tarift in such a
way as to give Protection to just such in-
dustries as this, and that being part of the
National Policy. I declined to give any
promise of the kind, because I felt it was
one of the industries that required and
would receive protection from Parliament.
More than that, if I erred at all in my
calculations or in my statements, when I
stated it was a readjustment of the Tarift
and not an increase of taxation we had in
view, it was because I believed in the
correctness of the Estimates of the late
Finance Minister, which turned out to be
for Customs and Excise, $2,500,000 over
and above what would have been received
if there had been no change in the Tariff.
Therefore, if the receipts had been
813,750,000 for the one, and $5,250,000
for the other, making $19,000,000
in all, that would have been sufficient for
this Government, without necessitating
a resort to additional taxation. But,
when we were face to face with this
deficiency, it} became necessary not only

Sir SamrEL L. TiiLey,

trade and an opponent of the National
Policy. He says:

% ¢ MEsSRs, STewanT & WHTITE'S KSTABLISH-
MENT.-—Messrs. Stewart & White, who gained
} such a reputation pricr to the National Policy,
! by their importation of splendid furniture from
' abroad, have now in their fine ware-room:s on
. Charlotte street, probably the finest display of
i parlour and bedrocm furniture ever seenin St.
John, Muchof this bas been made by their
own workmen, and most of the remainder has
been upholstered here. The display comprises
magnificent sets of the various celebrated styles,
upholstered in gorgeous silks and plush, and
handsome sets equally beauntiful and highly
finished.

‘“The National Policy forced Messrs. Stewart
& White to abandon the mmportation of furai-
ture, doubling, as it did, the duty. Theysaw
that if they were to remain in the furniture busi~
ness, they must do so as manufacturers. Their
experiezce as such in this line has proved that
the enormous duty of 35 per cent: was wholly
unnecessary, and that the Canadian manufac-
turer without it could compete on even terms
with the best makers of New York and
Boston.”

How contradictory. They could not
compete with them before, but, under this
Tariff, they have abandoned importing,
and turned to manufacturing themselves.
He summed up as follows :—

‘“One of their workmen is now making a
bedroom set which will be shewn at the ex-
hibiticn, although it will be completed much
earlier, which will challenge comparison with
any %1,000 set made by the most celebrated
manufacturers in Boston, although they will
be able to produce it for about balf the Bos-
ton price. Persons desiring elegant and
beautiful furpiture need not go abroad for it,
for they can buy it as cheaply in St..John as
they can in New York, and save 35 per cent.
duty besides,”

P

Now, there is a declaration from an au-
thority who is an out-and-out supporter
of Free-trade. That ought to be consid-
ered as valuable testimony by our friends
opposite.

Mz. GUTHRIE : Is not that an ad-
vertisement ¢ Is it not a paid business
notice 1 :

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : No, it is
not an advertisement. I will tell you




Ways and Means.

what I have observed. You may
take up local articles in any of the
Grit papers giving an account of what
is taking - place in Toronto, Hamilton,
" Mounireal, or elsewhere, pointing out the
great impstus given to the industries of
the country, and you will find editorials
contradicting and making statements
directly opposite to the local reports.
Then my hon. friend says, in connection
with the editorial I have read, that the
editor was paid for it. I do not think
my hon. friend, the editor of that paper,
will thank my hon. friend opposite for
the supposition that he was paid to muke
this statement.

Mr. MACKENZIE: An editor is not
bought because he takes pay for adver-
tisements.

Sie SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Here is
a distinct statement, and no doubt
true, that furniture can be bought in the
city of St. John, to-day, of that descrip-
tion as cheap as can be bought in New
York or Boston, which is a saving of
35 per cent., or 173 on the old Tarift.

Mr. ANGLIN : Thatis not true.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Well, I
venture to say that there is a great deal
of furniture that can be so bought ; there
may be some few special kinds that
cannot, but there 1is no question
about a large portion being required
for common use, I might occupy the
attention of the House for a longer time
in giving the result of my visits to Lon-
don, to Brantford, to Berlin, ete. I was
greatly surprised to find in Berlin a very
important industry, employing 250 peo-
ple, making buttons, and the gentleman
who was in charge of one of the manufac-
tories said the number would be increased
by fifty or seventy this year. In that
town alone there are three establishments
for the manufacture of buttons.

An Hox. MEMBER : How long have
they been established 1

Siz SAMUEL 1. TILLEY : They
may have been established for years, but
have been in a declining condition for
some time past, but new energy has been
given to them by the operation of th
Tariff. The number of persons employed
in them has been increased or doubled in
many cases. The hon. gentleman main-
tained that, because these manufactures
were established in 1872 or 1873, no
credit is due to the National Policy for
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an increased prosperity. I will not
oceupy the time of the House by relating
my experience in Hamilton, one of the
largest and most important manufacturing
centres of the Dominion; in St. Cathar-
ines, where there are two luge Hour
mills, grinding about 400 barrels of tour
each per day. The gentlemen own-
ing these mills are politically opposed
to us, and one of them said to e that
times have not been so prosperous with
them for the past four years as they
have been lately. T accompanied them to
see the capacity of their mills, and to
ascertain the extent of their operations,
and I found that they were in a very
flourishing and satisfactory condition.
Then, in Dundas, we found cotton mills
in a most flourishing condition ; we found
that the tool factory was in a good
condition. In the oatmeal mill we found
them grinding for the home market,
and also doing a large quantity of work
for the export trade. Though I did
not visit the St. John market, as sug-
gested by the hon. member for Queen’s,

I met with gentlemen vepresenting
the agricultural interest in vavious

parts of the Dominion, and T may say
that, notwithstanding all that has been
said to dissatisfy the farmers and make
them believe that their tea is taxed
more than formerly ; that their sugar costs
more than formerly, under the new
Tariff ; that all the articles they pur.
chase, such as cotton and woollen goods,
cost more, and that they themselves get
no benefit whatever, let me say this:
they appeared satistied. I met a gentle-
man in Toronto, engaged in the grain
trade. He was on the other side of
politics. He admitted that he had an
increased demand for Canadian oats,
for a portion of the Dominion, formerly
supplied from the United States, and
he said: “We are now supplying
Canadian oats, and Canadian oats alone.”
He also said, speaking for the far-
mer, whatever else the National Policy
may have done, it has benefitted hin.
I was a little surprised to hear
he statement made that, because our
harvest had been a magnificent one -
during the past year, and because the
farmers had been directing their attention
to the fattening of cattle for the English
market, and thus causing an increase of

exp: (s, it was argued that the home
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market for the farmer had not been in-
wreased. We know there is no way in
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" gentlemen opposite are speaking about

which the farmer would be more directly .
benefitted than by the increase of the .

home market, which must necessarily be
improved for farm
development of the manufacturing indus-
tries of the country. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Sproule) made a speech, in which
he called attention especially to agrieul-
tural products. His arguments have not
been answered. He showed, step by
step, the increase which had taken place
in the price of agricultural produce, and
the great benetit the farmers of the
Dominion derived from the operation ot
the Tariff, and, with the home market
for perishable "articles, was Jargely in-
creased. Then, my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition, or some other hon.
member, read from my speech, and
criticised my reference to the fact that
this vear our exports are likely to equal
our imports. He also read from my
speech in which I pointed out, in 1873,
that our imports were considerably in
excess of our exports. He read a statement,
by which I undertook to show that, from
the freights we receive from our ships,
and from various other sources, we would
make up, lo a considerable extent,
the difference between the exports and
imports, and prevent another financial
crisis. I recollect the hon. gentleman, on
Thursday, commented on that statement,
and said it was absurd to make any refer-
ence as between the imports of Canada
and those of the United States. The
hon. gentleman said that diminished im-
ports meant poverty.

Mgr. MACKENZIE: Idid not say so,
I said they might mean poverty, and they
often did.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Well, I
am glad the hon. gentleman qualified it.
Largely diminished consumption would
indicate the poverty of a country, but not
largely diminished imports. How is it
with the United States? Their imports
have diminished year by year, until, for
the last three years, the exports exceeded
the imports by $250,000,000 a year.
That country was not impoverished by
that. The people consumed as largely as
ever, but she consumed her own manu-
factures. If she was not consuming as
usual, it would be an indication of the
- poverty of the people. When the hon.

Sir SamueL L. TiLLEY.

- going.
products, by the:

the terribly destructive character of the
National Policy, they point to the
haven to which all our people are
They point to that country
that has, so long since, adopted this
policy in the interest of their own
country—a policy that is leading our
people away——a policy that is making that
country, at the present moment, more
prosperous than it has been for many
many years. 1would ask hon. gentlemen,
when they are referring to thiz matter,
what would have been our position in the
Dominion of Canada if we had not
adopted a policy that hus enabled us to
give employment to our industrial classes?
They would have had to go abroad for the
purpose of seeking employment. It is
stated that 238,000 persons have passed
over to the United States from Sarnia,
but we all know that a large portion of
them belong to the United States. DBut
admitting, for argument sake, all that has
been said by my hon. friend opposite, we
would have had an emigration much
larger than we have had, had it not been
for the adoption of this policy.

An Hox. MEMBER : Hear, hear.

Sig SAMUEL L. TILLEY : The hon.
member says, hear, hear. My hon. friend
opposite said I had made a vituperative
speech. I do not know that the speech I
made on the 9th March, or the speech
I have made to-night, contain any
vituperative remarks, Perhaps 1 would

have wounded the feelings of hon,
gentlemen opposite it I had ve-
ferred to what T consider the

vituperative course of certain parties in
the Dominion in decrying the country, in
running it down and injuring its credit;
but I do say this, that, under existing
circumstances, without giving the National
Policy credit for it, it would have been
much more gratifying if the hon. gentle-
men had taken the course taken by some
of their papers three or four months ago,
and have admitted that the country is
more prosperous than it was, but that the
National Policy was not the cause of it.
Every unprejudiced man must admit that
the country is in a more prosperous and
hopeful condition, and I think it would
have been more patriotic and more in the
interest of the country to have admitted
that fact. Many hon. gentlemen in this
House communicated with me last Ses-
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sion before we submitted the resolutions
in reference to the Tariff, and will prob-
ably remember that in the conversation
that T had with them, I said that the next
Session of Parliament will be the Session
upon which this policy will be more
especially put upen its trial than any
other, because we -had had depression
before for five years. Everything had
been going down for five years. You
canno’ immediately stop a locomotive
after running four or five .miles on a
down grade; though you put on the
brakes, it takes some little time to
bring it up; so with this matter.
Many manufactories have been closed,
and it could not be expected that the
full effect of the policy would be felt
within eight or nine months, and I
urged upon our friends not to be too
sanguine as to its immediate results. My
expectations have been more than realised.
My expectation would have been more
than fulfilled even if we had not been able
to present half the facts that we have pre-
sented during the consideration of the
amended Tariff, and, instead of having
any want of fa‘th, that faith is stronger
to-day than when I submitted the pro-
position on the 10th of March, because
there hag not beenan argument advanced
by hon. gentlemen opposite that has not
been fairly met, and not a single state-
ment put forward by them that has not
been completely demolished. There were
two or three things I referred to in my
speech—two especially—one with refer-
ence to the loan. The late Finance Min-
ister said it was a pretty good loan, The
loan he made in 1876 was nearly as good.
He went on to depreciate it, although
admitting it to be & good loan. But the
hon. gentleman in his statement, and
it was done intentionally, no doubt
to place me, if it was possible to do so,
in a false position before the people of
this country, said that, when I visited
England to negotiate a loan, Sir A. T.
Galt was there at the same time. I may
say that, when I was in England ne-
gotiating the last loan, he (Sir A. T.
Galt) was on this side of the Atlantic.
It was said when I was at ‘Washington
negotiating any business, Sir A. T.
Galt was there also. He was not
there with me. But I feel it an
honour to have it supposed that
any business transacted by me, or any
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proposition submitted by me, was so con-
ducted and of such a character as to en-
itle it to the supposition that it eman-
ated from so able a statesman as Sir
Alexander Galt. I will say no more
upon the subject at present ; but there
is another matter that I refer to with
great satisfaction. It was said that the
policy, when proposed, was less favour-
able to Great Britain than to the United
States, and that, therefore, it was an un-
wise policy. Obh, what a wonderful
change since this time twelve months,
when they imagined thatv it was against
England and in favour of the United
States. Now, when the result proves it
to be favourable to Great Britain as
compared"with the United States, their
tune has changed. But I have produced
evidence, which has not been gainsaid,
that the duty on the whole of the goods
imported from Great Britain was only
increased about 1 per cent., and 3 per
cent. on the whole imports from the
United States. As I am about drawing
my remarks to a close, I will justrefer
to the reference that has been made to
the evidence of public sentiment against
the National Policy. It has been stated
that we had some such evidence in the
elections that have taken place. Has
there been any given by a single election
for a member of this Parliament for any
change of opinion, on this point, since
the 17th of September, 1878% It has
been said, over and over again, that the
Ontario election was evidence that the
National Policy had lost its hold on the
people of that Province.

An Hox. MEMBER : So they are.

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Well, Sir,
I am not a resident of Ontario. I hap-
pened to visit——

An Hox. MEMBER : It was a pleas-
ant visit ?

Sir SAMUEL L. TILLEY : It was a
pleasant visit. But no one could go into
Ontario, previous to these elections, and
come to any any other conclusion, but
that the National Policy, of all other
policies, was the most popular. What is
the fact? Down to within two days of
the elections, the leading organ of the
party, the supporters of Mr. Mowat's
Admiristration, the leading men of that
party deprecated the idea of making the
National Policy an issue.
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Mz. MACKENZIE: Why did you do
it, then?
Sig SAMUEL L. TILLEY : Why did

we do it? Because our friends saw

that Mr. Mowat’s friends were in the
majority, unless they were divided
by the National Policy. Mr. Mowat’s

friends said: ‘“We have been beaten
on that in Ontario in the Dominion
elections. Let us abandon that alto-
gether, and keep to our own party lines,
and we will succeed ; but if not, we will
be beaten.”

Mr. MACKENZIE: What did you
do?

Sie SAMUEL L. TILLEY: The
Liberal Congervatives knew the National
Policy was popular, and, as they were in
a minority, they naturally tried to make
it the issue, because it was popular, and
would give our friends the only chance of
SUCCess.

Mr. MACKENZIE: As far as you
could, you made it the issue.

Sik SAMUELL. TILLEY : Buat the
Liberals would not have it; and, there-
fore, the Ontario elections are no evi-
dence whatever of the unpopularity of the
National Policy. Let us see. Therehas
heen another evidence given of the un-
popularity of the 2 National Policy in the
Dominion of Canada.
England have declared against the
foreign policy of the Beaconsfield Ad-
ministration. That is given as an evi.
dence of the unpopularity of the Tariff,
because, as was said by the hon. member
for West Durham, it is evidence of a
good time coming. Why!? Because the
Liberal party in England had succeeded
in obtaining a majority against the
foreign policy of ILerd Beacous-
field. But there is a good time
coming. It has Dbeen said, “the
Opposition are greatly elated. < Why?’
it was asked. = Why, it is understood
that there was some arrangement between
the present leader of our Government
and Lord Beaconsfield in reference to the
settlement and development of the North-
West. But members of the Opposition
say that is all upset now. Now, Sir,
you would suppose that any change which
would deprive us of the alleged expected
assistance would have been the subject of
regret and not of rejoicing. A good time
coming! I believe, Sir, thereis a good
time coming. 1 believe that the policy

Sir Samuen L. Tiuier.
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of this Government has inaugurated a
good time with reference to the encourage-
ment of the industries of this country,
giving a home market to our farmers for
their produce, giving business for every-
body, and filling up the vast territory in
the North-West in preparation for the
millions that Wwill populate it in the
future. This is the good time coming.
And I do not hesitate to say, Sir, that,
when we meet in Parliament next Ses-
sion, we will have fully entered upon the
good time coming, the success of our
policy will be assured, and the prosperity
of the country will be so manifest that its
strongest opponents will have to admit
and appreciate its value. Yes, Sir,
there is a good time coming, and in faith
of that good time coming, I desire to
snbmit the fesolutions I have already
placed before you.

Sk ALBERT J. SMITH: I think I
would not be doing my duty on this
oceasion if I did not make some observa-
tion on this discussion, particularly as I
was a member of the late Government,
and as I come, too, from the same Pro-
vince as the hon. the Minister of Finance.
The course that hon. gentleman has taken
to-night reminds me of by-gone days. I
can remember, about twelve or fifteen
years ago, when the hon. gentleman, then
a Liberal now a Tory—

Sz SAMUEL L. TILLEY :
eral still.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH: I will
not say he is a renegade. He was a Lib-
eral, and I cannot help thinking that his
true convictions are still Liberal; but he
became a converted Tory. He has
played the role to-night of prophet, as he
has done for many years. He is a pro-
phet, but he is a . faise prophet; his
prophecies have always been and ever will
be falsified ; he is not a true prophet. He:
has always addressed this House with
that dignity and decorum, which I cannot
say characterises the hon. member for
Cumberland (Sir Charles Tupper), who in
that respect, really excelled himself the
other night; the exaggerations he in-
dulged in went beyond whatever he was
accustomed to deal out ; his speech was
replete with vituperation, invective slan-
der, egotism and threat ; and I was sur-
prised to hear the hon. the Minister of
Finance, who says he does not indulge in
vituperation, endorse that speech of the

A Lib-
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hon. msmber for Cumberland. I say that
such a speech does not become a gentle-
man of his position or the dignity of this
House. He has referred to the Pacific
Railway Scandal as being one ?f t'he
proudest acts of his life to _Justlfy
and defend. I do mot desire to
revive recollections which it gives me no
pleasure to revive ; but I cannot allow
hon. members to be assailed by that hon.
gentleman for the position they assumed
on the motion by the hon. gentleman who
sits next to me. I took an independent
stand in the matter. I cannot understand
why the hon. gentleman opposite wants
to revive the matter. He said that every
man who disapproved of that transaction
was guilty of fraud and corruption ; that
the dissolution of 1874 was a midnight
attack upon the people. The people un-
derstood that transaction well, and I wish,
feeling it mv duty to do so, to reter to a
few facts in regard to that Pacific Rail-
way Seandal, Does he not know that
not only the hon. members of this House
condemned it, but also that the sentiment
and the press of England were unani-
mousin its condemnation? What do we
find occurred in reference to that trans-
action, which I'would rather forget,but that
I cannot allow the hon. member for Cum-
berland (Sir Charles Tupper) to attack me
and other members on this side because
we felt it our duty to censure it ? 1 pro-
pose to read a few extracts from the cor-
respondence pnblished in reference to it,
in order to exhibit its character :

Ertract from letter of Sir Hugh Allan to M.
G W, MeMullen, dated August 6th, 1872,

“Yesterday we entered into an agreement
by which the Government bound itself to form
a Company of Canadians, according to my
wishes ; this company will make me President,
and I and my friends will get a majority of the
stock. and that the contract fcr the building of
the road will be given to this company. In
terms of the Act of Parliament Americans are
to be carefully excluded, through fear that they
will sell it to the Northern Pacific. But I
fancy we can get over that some way or other.
This position hae not been obtained without
large payment of money. 1 have already paid
over $200,000, and I will have at least $100,000
more to -pay. I must now soon know what
our New York friends are going to do.”

¢ (Private and Confidential.)
¢ MONTREAL, 30th July, 1871.

‘“ Dear Sir Hugh,—The friends of the Gorv-
ernment will expect to be assisted with funds
in the pending elections, and any amounts

[ApriL 6, 1880.]

The Tarif. 1123

which you or your Company shall advance for
that purpose shall be recouped to you. A
memorandum for immediate requirements is
given below.

“Very truly yours,

(Signed) “ G, E. CarTIER.”
Now wanted :
Sir Jobn A, Macdonald.............. $25,000
Hon. Mr. Langevin.................. 15,000
Sir Geo. E. Cartier.................. 20,000
Sir Johr A. (additional)..... ... 10,000
Hon. Mr. Langevin (additional) 10,000
Sir Geo. E. Cartier (additional)... ... 30,000

‘“ MoxTREAL, Aug. 24, 1872,

< Dear Mr. Abbott,—In the absence of Sir
Hugh Allan, I shall be obhiged by your sup-
plying the Central Committee with a further
sum of twenty thousand dollars upon the same
conditions as the amount written by me at the
foot of my letter to Sir Hugh Allan, of the 30th
ultimo.

“Gro. E. CARTIER.”

¢ P. S.—Please also send Sir John A. Mac-
dooald ten thousand dollars more on the same
terms.”

“Received from Sir Hugh Allan, by the
hands of Mr- Abbott, twenty thousand dollars
for general election purposes, to be arranged
hereafter according to the terms of the 30th
July, and in accordance with the request con-
tained in the letter of the 24th inst.”

(Signed,) ‘J. L. Beavpry,
““ HENRY STARNES,
‘L. BETOURNEAY,
“P. 8. Mureay.”
‘ Montreal, 26th August, 1872.”

Hon. gentlemen opposite show by their
manner that they do not like the re-call of
these facts. They would prefer to listen to
the hon. member for Cumberland, who con-
demns every man who disapproves of that
transaction. It is well, however, to hear
both sides.

‘ Toroxro, Aungust 26th, 1872.
¢¢To the Hon. J. J. C. Abbott, Ste. Anee’s :

¢ Tmmediate, private.

Y must have another ten thousand dollars
—will be the last time of calling. Do not fail
me. Answer to-day.

‘““JouN A. MacpoNALD.”

‘ MONTREAL, August 20, 1872,
“Sir John A. Macdonald, Toronto.
<« Draw on me for ten thousand.
«“J.J. C. Arsorr.”
‘¢ ToroXNTO, August 26, 1872.
¢ At sight pay to my order, at the Mer-
chants’ Bank, the sum of ten thousand dollars
fer value received.
“ JouN A, MacpoNALD,”
(Endorsed.)

o “‘P}g to the order of the Merchants’ Bank of
anada.
¢ JouN A, MACDONALD,’
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Then, five days afterwards, Sir John

A. Macdonald telegraphed for another,

$10,000.
Mzr. BOWELL : ‘Read the letter as to

the distribution of the stock.
Sir ALBERT J. SMITH :

I do not;
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did not oonsider the question of his
politics, or ask whether he was a friend

f Sir John A. Macdonald or not ; this
wasof no consequence. Sir Alexander Galt
Was accordingly appointed, and when the
Commission met at Halifax, he acted with

well understand what the hon. gentleman | becoming dignity, great decorum and im-

wants. He can read the passage he refers
to himself. T repeat that it gives me no
pleasure to read those letters ;
peal to the sense of propriety of hon, mem- {

bers on both sides to decide whether upon |

all occasions, after a lapse of seven years,
the hon. member for Cumberland, should
refer to this particular transaction and de-
nounce those who condemned it. When-
ever he attacks me and hon. members on
this side in this fashion, I will use this evi-
dence and quote those letters against him.
The hon. gentleman has told us that the
whole five years of the late Administra-
tion presented only one green spot, the
Fishery Award. He said that for the
Fisheries Commissioner we had to select
a gentleman not within our own ranks,
but on the opposite side of politics,
who was a personal friend of Sir John A.
Macdonald. I am not prepared to say
whether Sir A. T. Galt was, then, a per-
sonal friend of the present Premier. I
know that ddaring the last two years he
was in Parliament, he opposed Sir John
A. Macdonald and his Government.
They were many years associated together,
and may have been personal friends.
Why should we not have appointed Sir
A. T. Galt, even if he was a friend of the
First Minister. Let me explain the cir-
cumstances connected with the Halifax
Commission. When the duty fell on the
late Government of attending to it, we
cast about to see whom we should select,
preliminarily. We decided not to
appoint one of ourselves—we thought it
would be inexpedient to appoint a mem-
ber of the Government. The name of
Sir Alexander Galt was suggested, and no
man in this Chamber more .cheerfully
bears testimony to his high character and
fitness for the work than myself. It
affords me the ‘greatest pleasure to speak
in the highest terms of his great ahility,
great fidelity and loyalty to his country.
We felt that such a man, who had filled
the position of Finance Minister for
many years, who was well-knewn in this
country and in England, possessed pecu-
liar qualifications for that position. We

Sie ALpmrT J. SMITH.

. partiality.

but I ap- |

He had associated with
him two gentlemen of high character,
'and  considerable ability. "The United
States were represented by Judge Foster,
a man of high character and remarkable
ability, and with him an able lawyer on
that country, Mr. Dana, well-known if
the domains of jurisprudence and litera-
ture ; and also with Mr. Trescott, from
Waghington. We attended at Halifax,
prepared our case, called our witnesses,
and ocecupied several months in the
enquiry. I had much to do in the initial
stages of and in the prepuration of the
case. I gave my whole undivided time
and attention to the work, for months,
withouteceiving a cent of compensation
therefor. I was assisted by Mr. Whitcher,
and two other gentlemen from the De-
partments, who rendered valuable ser-
vice. In the professional duties connected
with the enquiry, I was assisted by able
lawyers. I had also associated with me
Mr. TFord, the agent of the British
Government. But I had the sole respon-
sibility of attending to this business on
behalf of this Government. I was not
aided by the advice of my colleagues, as
vhey were so far away from the place of
the enquiry. I endeavoured faithfully te
discharge myduty throughout, and I think
I understood the case. The hon.member
for Cumberland, who is not willing to
give a political opponent credit for any-
thing, and who was in Halifax at the
time of the enquiry, I believe he did not
attend it, and knew nothing of the case
or how it was conducted. But after his
election, he denounced me, though we had
been on friendly terms personally, so far
as I know, for thirty years. At least I
never had any personal altercation with
him, and we have been the representatives
of adjoining counties for many years, his
in Nova Scotia and mine in New Bruns-
wick. I conducted my election honour-
ably, and never indulged in ex-
pressions derogatory to him, mnor in
personalities of any kind. Well, on the
day of the declaration in his own county,
the hon. the Minister of Railways madea
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violent attack on me, and abused me fear-
fully, representing me as false to the
country, as one who had no interest in it,
- but who seemed desirous of destroying its
best interests ; and not satisfied with
that, when the battle had been fought,
and he might have been supposed
content, he attended a meeting in my
county, at Moncton, being accom-
panied by the hon. the Finance Minister,
and the hon. member for King’s, N.B,,
(Mr. Domville), being present at this
enthusiastic demonstration ; when he
thought fit to denounce me, in the heart
of my own county. He told my constitu-
ents that T was an office-seeker, and
always had been ; that I had knocked at
the door of his Government for office. If
that is not true, he can rise and correct
me. He added, that his Government had
refused me office, which, had they given
me, would have placed me on the Gov-
ernment side instead of the Opposition.
The hon. member for Cumberland must
have known there was no foundation in
truth for such a statement, and he had a
witness beside him, the hon. the Finance
Minister, who also knew it was false and
baseless. The hon. the First Minister,
to do him justice, I believe would say
that I never asked for office ; but he was
kind enough to offer me the Lieutenant-
Governorship of my own Province, as did
also the hon. the Minister of Railways
himself. . The latter also offered me
the Governorship of Nova Scotia, and
a seat in the then Government.
I had two offers of a seat in it,
which I declined, and yet the hon. gen
tleman had the hardihood to declare, in
my own constituency, that T had asked
and been refused office by himself and
colleagues. Have { not reason to com-
plain, also, of the conduct of the hon.
the Finance Minister, in letting that
statement pass uncontradicted? We had
been colleagues in the New Brunswick
Government, ten or fifteen yvears, before
Confederation ; and I appeal to him,
whether I ever asked for an office of any
kind, either in the Provincial or Dominion
Government ! The hon. gentleman does
me the justice to say I never did. Then,
why did he not contradict the charge or
the bon. member for Cumberland, made
in his presence? I think that was his
duty. The hon. Minister of Railways
must have been actuated by maglignity
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or very bad personal feeling towards me.
I can imagine no other motive for his
conduct ; to villify and abuse seems to be
an instinct of his nature. All I want is
fair play in the matter, from both sides,
which I believe most hon. gentlemen will
allow me. I new wish to read from the
Moncton Zimes, the report of a speech of
the hon. gentleman, made on the 2Tth
September, 1878, ten days after our
elections, in which he speaks of me in this
fashion :

“When Mr. Mitchell was Minister of
Marine and Fisheries he proposed to protect
our Fisheries by fitting out a flect. The idea
was derided by Mr. Mackenzie and his crew,
but Mitchell went on with his fleet and soomn
seized and condemned the American craft and
saved the rights of our fishermen. So other
industries should be protected. ) _

¢ Sir Albert Smith had been spreading him-
self a good deal ever the Fishery Award. He
ought to be ashamed to speak of it. The
Treaty of Washington, under which that
Award was made, was carried at the point of
the bayonet against Mackenzie and his army.’
The late Government had carried the Treaty,
and they bad selected Mr. Mitchell to repre-
sent Canada on the Commission. Mr. Mitchell
had prepared the case—a case that with any-
thing like fair management must have secured
a handsome Award for Canada. But the pre-
sent Government—and they deserve credit for
it—recognised the fact that they had no man of
sufficient ability in their ranks, aud they
selected Sir A. T. Galt, an old friend of
Sir John A. Macdonald, to act for Canada.
The Knight deserves his title for entrusting the
work to Mr. Galt instead of doing it himself, as
he thereby secured five and a-half millions in-
stead of half a million that otherwise he would
have got.  People must be v:ry ungrateful to
object to his empty title, as he really saved us
$5,000,000 by recoguising his own incapacity
and entrusting to Mr. Galt the work he was un-
fit to do himself.

¢ Sir John A. Macdonald—and he could not
mention that name without saying that he fully
endorsed the remarks of Mr. Tilley in declar-
ing that Sir John was the greatest man in
Canada, a man who had rendered signal ser-
vice to his country, to his own personal loss, a
man of commanding talents,who could have en-
joyed all the comforts that meney could pro-
cure had he chosen to avoid public life. Sir
John A. Macdonald had asked Mr. Mitchell to
act as his position entitled him to, but Mr.
Smith, who had the same right, waived his
claim, and thus saved at least 85,000,000, that
the country undouhtedly would have lost had
the case been handled by Mr. Smith.”

So far from my having opposed the Wash-
ington Treaty, I supported it. T felt,
when Sir John A. Macdonald returned
from Washington, that the settlement
was unfair to the people of this country,
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but that grave consequences might flow
from our opposition to it—that the true
interests of the Dominion and Empire
demanded our support of the Treaty.
I.do not know whether the hon. the
First DMinister, whose distinguished
ability we all recognise, knew that the
hon. member for Cumberland had made
this statement. Now, is the House, after
these explanations, prepared to approve
of his charge, his caluminous attack on
me? How could he know that if I had
been a Commissioner, instead of Sir A. T.
Galt, the Dominion would only have got
$500,000 instead of $5,500,000 from the
Americans? He speaks of it with the
greatest confidence, and said he knew we
would only have got half a million of
dollars if I had ‘been the Commissioner.
The hon. member for Cumberland (Sir
Charles Tuapper) knew nothing of my
services in connection with the Fishery
Commission. Sir A. T. Galt, a cre-
dible witness, a gentleman to whom
he  has veferred here in  terms
so eulogisiic, and in which I en-
tirely concur—he had an opportunity
of knowing the value of my services,
whether they were in reality worth any-
thing or not. Had Mr. Ford, the British
agent, an opportunity of knowing
whether my services were of any value
or not? I think he had. These are the
two gentlemen I call as witnesses in
contradiction of the sfatements made by
the hon. member for Cumberland. It
might be considered egotism on my part,
under ordinary circumstances, to make
reference to this matter, yet I feel, as a
public man, I am justified in refuting
these slanders, and in referring to gentle-
men who know the falsity of the hon.
gentleman’s statements. Sir A. T. Galt,
on the 24th November, 1877, the day
after the Commission closed, in writing to
Earl Derby, refers to my services in these
terms —

‘“In all the yroceedings, Mr. Ford has been
most ably supported by Mr. Albert J. Smith,
Minister of Marine and Iisheries, who has
constantly attended the Commission, as repre-
senting the Dominion Government, and of
whom 1t is difficult for me to speak in fitting
terms of appreciation.

‘‘As Commissioner, I have had an opportunity
of observing the great value of the services of
these two gentlemen, and I most respectfully
bring them under the notice of Her Majesty's
Government ”

This is the testimony of Sir A. T. Galt.
Sir ALBirr J. SMITH.
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The hon. gentleman may say that it is of
no value, but I do not think that Sir A.
T. Galt would make a statement like that
unless he believed at a1l events that there
was some foundation for it. Mr. Ford,
in making his report to the Government,
speaking of me, says :

“But placed, as it has been my good
fortune to be during the past six montbs,
in almost daily cowmunication with him
I cannot refrain from bringing to your
Lordship’s notice the great assistance he has
rendered me in the discharge of my duties as
British agent to the Halifax Commussion. To
his cordial co-operation in all matters afiecting
the interest of the two countries, and to his un-
ceasing exertions in the promction of our cause,
T mainly ascribe the success that has attended
the enquiry which has just been terminated,
and which has been crowned by so gratifying a
resalt.”

Now, there is the testimony of these two
gentlemen. One, occupying the position
I did, and feeling deeply my respon-
sibility to the country, felt naturally a
great anxiety in the success of this case,
and I devoted the best talents I possessed
to the furtherance of the interests of this
country in that connection. I felt it
extremely hard, considering that I never
had any altercation with the hon. gentle-
man, that he should have made such a
defamatory attack upon me. Ifelt called
upon to advance this testimony here in
refetation of the slanderous statements
made by the hon. member for Cumberland.
I would not be afraid to appeal to the hon.
the Minister of Justice also. He was in
Halifax during the whole time thisen-
quiry took place. I would not be afraid
to appeal to the hon. members trom Hali-
fax, who likewise know something of my
services, in contradiction of the charge
made by the hon. member for Cumber-
land, if it were necessary to do so. At
Moncton, the hon. member for Cumber-
land told the people that ‘he would look
after their interests, and be their friend,
and that I had been direlict in my
auty to my constituents. It is well-
known that Moncton is the great centre
of the Intercolonial Railway system,
where the machine shops are situated.
But how did the hon. gentleman promote
the interests of Moncton and the working-
man., He dismissed hundreds of em-
ployés from the shops at that place. I
may also state that the hon. the Minister
of Ruilways and Canals seemed to think
that it was necessary for him to make
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some apparent economy in the expendi-
ture connected with the administration of
the Iutercolonial Railway, because he had
accused the late Administration, in its
management of that railway, of heing
extravagant and corrupt, and so he felt it
wag necessary, apparently at all events,
to do something in the direction of
economy. He discharged hundreds of men.
I do not think there are at this hour one-
half the number of men employed at
Moncton that there were when the General
Elections took place. The hon. gentle-
man felt it was necessary, in order to
exhibit a spirit of economy, to reduce the
salaries of the railway employés from
one end of the line to the other, even of
those employés whose salaries were
already too small. At the present
time the salaries of the men of that line
are much less than they ave in almost any
other branch of the Civil Service of this
Dominion. I would ask why should he
strike at the railway employés, why not
extend this economy to other officers and
employés of the Dominion? Why vic-
timise and sacrifice them alone? I find
in the Estimates that in other branches
of the Civil Service, the number of emn-
ployés has, in some cases, been multiplied,
and their salaries increased. The hon.
gentleman said that since he had charge of
that railway it had begun to be profitable
to the Government. Well, it is known
throughout the whole of that country that
the road is running down. From Moncton
to Rivitre-du-Loup the testimony is uni-
versal, showing that the engines are dis-
abled, and that che stock is deteriorating
in consequence of this false economy. I
may say that some change is absolutely
necessary in reference to the management
of that railway. But we are told on the
other side of the House that we are not to
criticise the management of the railway,
that to do so is unpatriotic, that we are

striking at the best interestsof ourcountry, |

that we are injuring the reputation of the
road, and that people will refuse to travel
upon it, and therefore that we ought to
say nothing about it. My hon. friend
from. North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
criticised, yesterday, the land regulations
of the North-West, and he was imme-
diately asked from the other side, * What
right have you to say anything about
this.” Your speech will go abroad. It
will injure our country, and therefore you
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ought to keep silent. Now, coming to
the National Policy, I shall be obliged to
recall many events that took place years
ago in connection with the Confederation
-—the hon. the Finance Minister's career
at the time when he played the part of
a false prophet. After the hon.gentleman
had attended the Quebec Corference, and
agreed on behalf of New Brunswick to
accept 80c. a head on the population of
1861, and $63,000 for ten vears, he
returned to that Province, and at public
meetings he took counsel with the people
and advised them to accept these terms.
He expressed great amazement that the
delegates at that Conference had consented
to extend such generous terms to
New Brunswick, but I would ask that
hon. gentleman now, if the people of
New Brunswick at that tine had
taken his advice where they would have
been at this hour ? They would have
been in a state of hopeless bankruptey.
They have now an income of nearly
$600,000, which is more than twice what
it would have been if they had taken his
advice, Yet, even now they are in great
straits, financially. They are driven to
the utmost extremity for money. It may
be necessary for me to refer to the fact
that the hon. gentleman told us that New
Brunswick would become the Birmingham
of this whole Dominion, and that the
people of that Province would do all the
manufacturing for the back country, ashe
called the Provinces of Quebec and
Ontario. Well, Sir, the people are dis-
appointed. They were led to expectgreat
things, which Lave not been realised, and,
although I trust this Dominion will never
be dissolved, yet I believe that if a poll
was taken iIn New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island, the
people would pronounce most empbhati-
cally against the Union. The hon. gen-
tleman’s promises of prosperity have all
been falsified. I did not' mean to say
that the hon, gentleman at that time wil-
fully deceived the people, but he in-
dulged in that kind of prophetic fancy
which he does indulge in when
he desires to carry a point. He told us
forty times to-night that there was x good
time coming, and these are the kind of
prophecies and visions he has indulged in
throughout his whole political career.
The hon. gentleman seems to be, at the
present moment, an ardent Protectionist.
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T would like to ask when his mind became | Quebec, with'the public spiritshown byhespeople

so intent on this subject. I have said
my hon. friend became a Tory from heing
a Liberal ; now I would like him to tell
us when Lie became a Protectionist from
being a Free-trader. Until the change
of Government, in 1873, we never heard
anything about Protection from him. I
must refer to a speech of the hen. the
Finance Minister,in 1873, which will con-
vict my hon. friend once more of being a
false prophet. He says :

‘I would like to take you with me in im-
agination to thetime of the expiration of the
next ten years, when the Pacific Railway will
be built. 1 believe that there is too much
patriotism in this House, and this country, to
allow either personal or political considerations
to interfere with the prosecution of this
national enterprise. I look to the completion
of this work with as much confidence as I do
upon any profession that has been made by this
Parliament during the last five years. We will
go to the Pacitic. We find that the miners
now engaged there are paying l4c. per pound
for all goods they consume, and a man must
earn $4 or $5 a day to make it an object for him
to remain. This House can appreciate the
effect that will be produced in that far-off
Colony when the railway is in full operation,
and when the miners can be sustained there at
$1 a day. A very large and rapid influx of
population will take place, and the fertile
valleys will be settled by industrious agricul-
turists, who will obtain good and ample
compensation for their labour. The produce
of their lands will be carried to the seaboard
by the Pacific Railway, and a large increase to
the revenue of the Dominion will be the result.
Let us come a little way east and visit the
North-West Territories. With this railway
complete through it, a territory than which
there is no better on this continent, capable of
the highest state of cultivation, three times
the size of the State of Illinois, is it not to be
expected that such a territory, with the same
railway facilities that settlers had twenty-five
years ago, will have its population increased so
rapidly, that we may soon expect one or two
Proviuces between Manitoba and the Rocky
Mountains, all contributing to the Dominion
Treasury. Let us come a little further, with
the Caual system completed, and the connec-
tions made with the Pacific Railway at the
head of Lake Superior, and the settlers of the
North-West producing double what they
require, the surplus being brought down by the
railway, placed on our vessels and sent
through our canals. Toronto, the trade of
which has doubled within the last five years,
will be_quadrupled by that trade, and Hamil-
ton and Loudon will be equally favoured ; and
all this will contribute to the revenue of the
Dominion. Let us come further east still,
to the Province of Quebec, and look into
Montreal. There will be nothing in the world
to prevent that city becoming the rival of New
York. With reference to the ancient city of

Sir AreerT J. SMITH.

of late, she would bid fair to come next to
Montreal in importance in the Province and
double her revenue. Then, coming to my own
Provinee, with, perhaps, limited advantages,
compared with Ontario and Quebec, but pre-
pared as we shall be with the aid of the
railway, we shall fight hard for our share of
the shipping trade. Passing to Nova Scotia,
I have no doubt that before the expiration of
the ten years, she will have a railway from
Cape Breton to the most westerly point of the
Province. Halifax will secure her share of
trade as the necessary resalt of the Intercol-
onial; and this, with the development of her
vast mineral resources, may reasonably be
expected to enable her also to contribute
more largely to the Dominion. With all
these influences, may we not expect to derive
an income fully able to meet the increased ex-
penditure.”

1t is a remarkable coincidence that the
hon. gentleman should have been Finance
Minister in 1873, and now that he is
Finance Minister again, and as the hon.
member for Camberland (Sir Charles Tup-
per) said, is the Saviour of his country,
that he should have made such a speech.
Now, Mr. Speaker, these are dreams of
fancy which the hon. the Finance Minister
indulged in in 1873. Seven years have
passed since then, and what portion of his
prophecies have been realised. He would
like to tell us, but he cannot tell us. Now,
I read this to show his declaration, as
clear and distinct as any declaration can be,
that in 1873 the hon. member was not a
Protectionist, he was a Revenue Tariff man.
We have the.hon. the Finance Minister
speaking there, withall the responsibility of
a Finance Minister, telling us that, in view
of this increased expenditure, all we have
to do is to increase the taxation 2} per
cent. I wonder if the hon. gentleman
had then any idea of a Protective policy.
T wonder where this idea of Protection
first entered his mind ; was it at Fred-
ericton, while enjoying, as Lieutenant-
Governor, otium cum dignitate, that he
solved the problem? It is a very
remarkable  coincidence. The hon.
gentleman then only advocated a
2% per cent. increase; but, seven years
afterwards, he advocates a policy which
involves a taxation of 26 per cent. on
dutiable goods, and 20 per cent. on free
and datiable importations. It was stated
by the hon. member for Cumberland that,
during the five years we were in power,
we nearly swamped and destroyed
the country, by increasing its in-
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debtedness. I watched anxiously to'
gsee if that statement would be

repeated by the hon. the Minister of

Finance, but it was not. .And I think he

is a much better authority than the hon.
member for Cumberland. I affirm what
the hon. gentleman has practically
admitted that the increased expenditure
during our Administration, result-:
ed from carrying on public works, the

responsibility of which was assumed and |
undertaken by hon. gentlemen them-
selves. We find the hon. the Finance
Minister himself, in 1873 stating: Here is
$60,000,000 of liability, the hon. gentle-
man’s speeches at that time state, was
assumed by their own Government.
The Government changsd a few months
after this. Its obligations were trans-
ferred from them to us. It was our duty
as far as possible, to carry out these
works in good faith, with the resources
at our command. In discussing this sub-
Jject, many important events in the history
of the country are recalled. Let us con-
sult the Debates of 1871, when the scheme
for the entrance of British Columbia into
the Confederation was under discussion.
What causedid hon. gentlemen,then asnow
in Opposition, take when this scheme was
presented to the House. The hon. mem-
ber for Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie), the
hon. member - for West Durbam (M.
Blake), and several hon. members then
and now in the House, raised their
voice against the assumption of this ter-
rible and insane liability of building the
Pacific Railway in twelve years. I must,
in justification to myself, refer to some
observations T made at that time on that
subject. It would be interesting for hon.
gentlemen, when it is charged that the
late Government was responsible for em-
barrassing this country with an enormous
debt in connection with the construction
of the Pacific Railway, to read the
speeches made at that time. I said, Sir :

¢ I'here were two very important considera-
tions—one was that there was a great depar-
ture from the principles of the Constitution in
the matter of therepresentation. With regard to
the rnancial aspect, however, he could not
but believe that lasting injury would be done
to the country by the expenditure to be in-
curred. The cost of the railway could net
be less than $100,000,000,- and it was equiva-
lent to the Imperial Government asking Eng-
land to embark in an enterprige involving a
thousand millions. Was not the matter, there-

R —
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ous consideration—and he entreated the Gov-
ernment to pause. The faith of the Govern-
ment was pledged by the resolution to com-
plete the railway within ten vears, no matter
if the result should be ruin. No verbal reserva-

| tion could have effect, the written record alene

could hold, and. the words of the
resolution were clear, and f, in two
years, the railway was not commenced,

British Columbia could appeal to the Imperial
Government. They had been told that the ex-
penditure would not burden the people ; but
could that be believed, and no one would
undertake to say that a company would under-
take the work as a remunerative scheme, and,
therefore, sooner or later, the Government
would have to pay every dollar of the expense,
and the contractors would want the land as a
profit. No one could suppose that even after

| the road was built, it woull pay one-tenth of

its working expenses, and how, therefore, could
British capitalists be expected to undertake
the work. The hon. the Minister of Customs
had intimated that if they did not strike
quickly they would alienate British Columbis
from the enterprise ; but was that an element
for discussion? No. If such were the case,
the matter belonged to the Imperial Govern-
ment only. Was the House ready to involve
the country in so large an increase of debt?
That debt was already $100,000,000, and there
were many burdens that would arise from the
Intercolonial and other works. The Union Act
had provided for the extension of the Court
system, and that had only been delayed be-
cange of the deficient state of the finances of
the Dominion. The cost of ‘the railway could
not be named, it might be much greater than
the amount named, and yet codte que codte the
country would stand pledged to complete it.
He should oppose the measure because 1t would
impose burdens on the people that they were
not able to bear, and would involve the coun-
try inruin and disaster.”

It is not fair, it is unjusi, it is not treat-
ing their opponents with fair considera-
tion to charge upon them the responsi-
bility for the indebtedness of this country,
as the hon. member from Cumberland has
done. This Pacific Railway policy has
been an incubus upon the country ever
since it was initiated. 'When we came
into power there is no doubt we felt
called upon to maintain and support the
public faith of the country as far as pos-
sible, Hon. gentlemen who composed
the late Government opposed this railway
scheme at its inception, but, inasmuch as
the faith of the country was pledged to
its completion within ten or twelve years
—though they felt this was absolutely
impossible—they considered that to a cer-
tain extent it devolved uponthem to carry
out the Treaty engagements made with
British Columbia, as far as they possibly
could. But, Sir, what did we do? The
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late Premier endeavoured, as far as
possible, to get as much information by
exploratory and instrumental surveys as
would enable us to proceed with the work
as far as consistent with the Act of 1874,
which declares that we shall not proceed
with the work if the result is to increase
the burdens of taxation upon the people.
The present Government, however, are
determined to proceed with this work.
The resolution introduced last night,
clearly indicated the policy of the Gov-
ernment. There is a general feeling
prevalent in the country that the Gov-
ernment should not proceed with the work
in the manner proposed. They have let
125 miles in British Columbia, that will
cost from $10,000,000 to $20,000,000
alone. The Government have a strong
power at their back, and can carry any
measure they choose ; but I warn them
that the feeling of the country is hostile
to their proceeding with this work to the
extent they are doing. There is some
excuse for opening up the Nerth-West
Territories with railway communication,
but to construct a line across the Rocky

Mountains is an undertaking the
Exchequer of the country cannot
bear, and it would deprive other

portions of the Dominion of necessary
appropriations for public works. Look
at the Estimates, and what do we find.
New Brunswick is utterly neglected in
regard to public works. We are contri-
buting to the expenditure of the Pacific
Railway and we get nothing in return.
The people of this country ask the Gov-
ernment to pause in their too reckless
Railway policy. They ask us to open
up the Great North-West coast for the
reception of the emigration to the country.
But, Sir, is it any benefit to the people of
this unsettled portion of the Dominion ;
is it any benefit to the people of our own
Provinces ¥ It is not. I am sorry to
say that the exodus of our people from
this country is absolutely alarming.
‘What benefit is this Railway policy to
the people of the Lower Provinces. It
may suit the North-West. It may suit
land speculators and lead to an increase of
population there, but it will injure the
country from which that population
migrates. I will undertake to say that
one-half of the people who went to
Manitoba, last year, were people from
the Dominion of Canada. It seems
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certain, however, that the Government
will cross the Rocky Mountains, and they
suggest that they have some means of
getting $38,000,000 from emigrants and
$32,000,000 by promissory notes besides,
but this is a delusion. I had intended,
in connection with the remarks I made,
to ask the hon. the Finance Minister

when he became a Protectionist?
I would like, however, to ask
the hon. the first Minister, because

I believe he would like to give an
answer according to his honest convic-
tions, whether he became a Protectionist
until he found that it was absolutely
necessary to invoke some agency as a
means of defeating the late Government,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: I can
answer that question at once. Sir Alex-
ander Galt announced that the policy of
the Government in 1859 was Canada for
Canadians ; that it was so to adjustthe
Tariff as to incidentally assist our Cana,
dian industries. That poliey, as I said
was announced in 1859 and it has been
our unvarying policy ever since.

Stz ALBERT J. SMITH : Ts is possi-
ble that my hon. friend can state to this
Hecuse and the ecountry that those were
his honest convictions in 1859, and that
he did not give effect tv those convictions
until 1878. Why did you not introduce
Protection before, if these were your
views !

8rr JOHN A. MACDONALD : Be-
cause the United States by their action
relieved us from the necessity of doing so ;
because we had amarket there whether
or no.

Sizr ALBERT J. SMITH : The hon.
gentleman kept his convictions in abey-
ance for twenty years. Surely the hon.
gentleman must have been recreant to his
duty to his country if he felt that the
principle of Protection should form the
basis of the fiscal policy of the country, to
allow those convictions to remain
in abeyance for so ‘long a time.
The hon. gentleman has changed his
policy. We aretold by the hon. member
for Cumberland (Sir Charles Tupper) that
Sir Alexander Galt is one ef the greatest
financiers that ever lived, that he isa
heaven-born financier, and he further says
that the hon. the Minister of Finance
was perfectly justified in consulting Sir
Alexander Galt with regard to the fiscal
policy of the country.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER : I cannot
permit the hon. gentleman to put a state-
ment in my mouth that has nofoundation
ip fact. I made no such statement as
that which the hon. gentleman is now
attributing to me. '

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH: Did not
the hon. gentleman say that the hon
the Finance Minister acted wisely in
consulting Sir Alexander Galt?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER : Inanswer
to the taunt that the hon. the Minister of

Finance had consulted Sir Alexander.

Galt, I said that it would have been well
for the country if the late Finance
Minister had done so. I did not say
that the present hon. Finance Minister
had done so. I give the hon. gentle-
man’s statement a flat denial. I say

that what he has just stated on this:

point is entirely unfounded in fact.
There is a record of what takes place
here. T will refer to the Reporters’
notes and I say he will search in vain to
find a single note to substantiate his
statement.

St ALBERT J.SMITH : Does thehon.
gentleman say that the hon. the Minister
of Finance did not consult Sir Alexander
T. Galt 7 It isnot of much consequence
what he said. It does not reflect upon
the hon. the Finance Minister; it is no
reflection upon him at all; the hon. the
Minister of Railways says ¢ the late
Finance Minister is a king of deficits, and
no man is fit to be Finance Minister who
does not avoid deficits.” I think he
reflects on the hon. the First Minister
when he says this.

Six. CHARLES TUPPER: I did
not say so. .

Sik ALBERT J. SMITH: You did
say so.

-Sie CHARLES TUPPER: I did
not.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH: You said
he was king of deficits, and that—

Sie CHARLES TUPPER : I did not
make the assertion that no man was fit
to be a Finance Minister who accumulated
deficits. What I did was merely to quote
the statement, to that effect, made by the
late Finance Minister himself.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH: Did not
every member of this House understand
the bon. gentleman to say * that any
Finance Minister who could not balance
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the receipts and expenditures was unfit
for his position.”

| Sir CHARLES TUPPER: I quoted

the late Finance Minister’s assertion to

that effect.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH : Very well,
let us go on. New, we find that for each
of the six years from 1858, there was a
large deficit ; and I do not think the hon.
the First Minister, who was at the head
of the Government at that time, should
be reflected wpon by his colleague. I do
not think he should be rebuked by the
hon. member for Cumberland for these de-
ficits. Deficits may occur in spite of the
best financing efforts. The tide of depres-
sion had set in; the volume of trade
could not be increased. Two and a-half
per cent. was added to the taxation of the
country, and that gave a higher
revenue. Sir Alexander Galt, who
was the Finance Minister at that time,
declared himself entirely opposed to a
fiscal policy such as we have now.  Last
year we had a deficit; the hon. the
Finance Minister was not at fault
Not at all. This year he acknowledges
a deficit of $500,000 ; but 1 believe the
result will show a deficit of upwards of
$2,000.000. Surely, then, the hon. the
Minister of Railways will not allow the
present Finance Minister to remain where
he is. He had everything in his favour ;
he put on the duties just as he wanted,
and, therefore, there is no excuse for his
having a deficit. But he will have a
deficit,increasing year after year ; because,
if he puts duties on manufactures he can-
not have them imported, and, therefore,
he must lose the revenue. Now, the
people are weighed down with $7,000,000
of additional taxes. I think, however,
the hon. the Finance Minister will never
receive such money as he expects ; the
people will have to pay it, but it will
not come into the Treasury. We are in-
formed that prosperity reigns everwhere ;
he informed us that St. John was prosper-
ous. Why, there never was such depres-
sion there as exists now. What did the
hon. gentleman say last December? It
cannot be much changed now. He was
received with great éclat, surrounded by
a great many friends; he went to Fred-
ericton, and had a good time there ; he
made a great many visits ; but he did not
visit Mr, Gibson who employs about
i 3,000 hands, and is one of the largest
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mapufacturers in our eountry. Did he
visit any of the timber mills? Are not
they entitled to Protection and consider-
ation? I should think so. The hon.

regard to the various articles affected that
are current in that business.

An Hox. GENTLEMAN: Give
any of the articles that are raised.
Sz ALBERT J. SMITH: I could

not stop te enumerate them ; the average
duty is 20 per cent. ; whereas, before, it
was 121 only. .

An HoN. MEMBER : I have asked
the hon. gentleman to give the articles
used by lumbermen that have been in-
creased.

Sik ALBERT J. SMITH: Cottons,
woollens, pork, iron, and everything in
fact, I say that the lumbering interest
is an important interest, and the labour-
ing population engaged in lumbering
should not be ignored. Why did he not
take counsel with the lumbering com-
munity, and the farmer of the country?
‘Why should we look to any particular
interest? Did he go to the rolling mills,
at St. John, when he visited that place?
The hon. member for King’s knew where
it was. There is one fact [ would like to
refer to, that is, that according to the
speeches of hon. members opposite, and
particularly the speech of the hon. the
Minister of Finance, we are to come to
the conclusion that we had no manufac-
tures in this country before; that they
have all sprung up through the agency or
the National Policy. Now, I would ask
whether, five years ago, we had not more
men engaged in manufacturing than we
have now ? Why, according to his own
statement, they were rolling up surpluses
in those times ; depression and scarcity
of labour was unknown ; the country was
happy and prosperous under their rule.
Now, Sir, what kind of a fiscal policy had
they then? Just the same as we had
during our five years’ Administration,
except that we increased the duties by
2% per cent. How then does the hon
gentleman show that we cannot find
prosperity except by the adoption of this
new fiscal policy of theirs? They say
they prospered before, under the old Tarift
of 15 per cent., which we raised to 174
per cent. I could read, Sir, a speech
made, in 1874, by the hon. member for
Cumberland, in which he said the farmers
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of this country wereas prosperous as any in
the world, and that under a Revenue Tariff.
He seemed onthe question of the tea

. interest to think this policy had been
member behind him will think so, having '

doing a great deal for the shippingin-
terest. ILsay it is doing nothing. It is
impossible to foster the direct importation .
from China and Japan; and the policy
operates injuriously. The small trades-
men of the country ought to have a chance
as well as the large traders in Montreal
and Toronto. The people of New Bruns-
wick have little trade with Ontario.
‘Why not allow them then to buy in
Boston or New York? Now, Sir, the
sugar business, what about that? The
hon. the Minister of Finance said a good
deal of sugar is imported by the River
St. Lawrence. How many vessel loads
come up to Montreal ? If he has got in-
formationI would be very much pleased
to receive it, because I think thereisa
very small quantity. But suppose it
does, what benefit 1isthat to our ship-
owners—we have no monopoly. Foreign
vessels can enter into the trade as well as
our own. The effect of the legislation on
the sugar duties isto transfer the trade
from one Canadian city to another.

We have a return showing the
importation of sugar into Canada
during the last six months from

which I find that the amount received
in Ontario, in the last six months
of 1879, was 32,617,0001b., and for the
corresponding six months of 1880, ending
January, 9,685,000lb. Sugar is not im-
ported into Ontario to the same extent.
Then coming to Quebec, we see the result
of the duties there ; the importation for
the last six months of 1879 were
19,000,0001b., and for the six months of
this year, ending January, 46,060,0001b.
In Nova Scotia, it has increased from
5,000,0001b. last year to 14,000,0001b.
this year ; and in New Brunswick there
was a decrease from 3,000,0001b. last
year to 2,200,000lb. this year. So the
effect has been to change the current of
the trade from one Province to the other,
and that is all. With regard to our
shipping interest, which I think I know
something about, I believe it does not
derive any benefit from the National
Pelicy on the article of sugar. Whether
sugar is refined in this Dominion or the
United States is of little consequence
I  believe it was much better
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under the previous system so far as the
shipping interest of the country is con- |
cerned with the TUnited States. Our |
vessels take sugar from Cuba and the
‘West Indies to the United States; most
of them are engaged in that trade. We
build vessels thus to do the carrying trade
of our own and that country. A large
portion of the trade of the United States
is done in British bottoms. We are told
that as regards St. John, N. B., the
effect of the change in the sugar duty has
been to increase its shipping business.
suppose the hon. the Kinance Minister
thought he was supported by authority in
that statement, but he was entirely in
error. 1 have learned that in the months
of January, February, and March, not
one single vessel cleared from St. John to
the West Indies, although the hon. gen-
tleman states that that port has never
done so much business before. My hon.
friend informs me that only one vessel

cleared from the West Indies to
St.  John, while durimg that time
six English  vessels engaged in

the trade with the West Indies cleared
from West Indies to New York. This
shows conclusively the change is of no
benefit to our shipping. There may be
half-a-dozen small vessels in Halifax which
take away cargoes of fish and shooks to
the West Indies and bring back sugar,
but the greatest portion of sugar comes
now to Halifax. Merchants then tele-
graph to Montreal to see if they can send
1t there, and if no orders are received they
despatch it to New York. A great deal
of sugar goes from Halifax to New York,
much more than to Montreal. It has
been stated by the hon. the Finance Min-
ister that the people did not pay any
more for their sugar than before, that, in
fact, it is cheaper at present. He said
that the kind of sugar that can be used
by the common people, and the grades
above that, were even cheaper than ever.
If that be true, why did the refiners want
this present Tariff, and why unlessit were
beneficial to them. It isstated the Red-
paths make from $600,000 to $1,000,000
s year by it. Has any hon. gentleman
been guthorised to deny that state-
ment. None %0 far as I know.
The Lon. gentleman has referred to
the elections in the Dominion since the
present Government took office, and
claims as a compliment to it a few iso-

T
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'lated cases. IHe seems to ignore entively
‘ i the elections in Ontano,dnd to think that
! they had no signiticance whatever, The
greater Province, Ontario, has reversed
this National Policy. Did not the hon.
the Finauce Minister go to the Ontario
constituencies before the last Provincial
Elections and tell the people that if they
supported the Mowat Government that
there would be a practical reversal of the
fiscal policy of the Dominion Govern-
ment. He told them so in so many
words, as did also the hon. the Minister of
Railways and Canals. The hon. the
First Minister also visited that Province
and endeavoured to enforce his policy
upon the people, saying that the fiscal
policy of the Dominion Government was
imperilled if they sustained Mr. Mowat.
That was the key-note this Government
lSOunded. I could refer to many other
matters in reference to the hon. the Fin-
lance Minister so far as New Brunswick
is concerned, and the course he bas
taken since he entered Parliament. He
must know that it would be impossible
for him to be re-elected for St. John;
the people of New Brunswick are ad-
verse to his policy. I will undertake
to prophesy that he will never run an
election in St. John again. The power
| will pass from the hands of these Min-
isters as surely as the sun sets in the
west, at the first chance the people
have. Ministers think the people are
with them, as do some of their followers
on the back benches, but I would like to
see the question tried, and, as the
Finance Minister and other speakers on
the other side have said that our manu-
factures have not increased as rapidly as
they would have done, inasmuch as un-
certainty exists in the public mind as to
whether the present policy would be per-
manent, and there may be something in
that view, would it not be in the interest
of the country to try the question before
the people; then, if sustained, the pre-
sent policy would be considered permanent.
It seems proper and wise that we should
have an election now, but I think the
hon. the first Minister has no desire for
it. He knows better. He kpows that
he would be beaten. The hon. the
Finance Minister seems to think that my
re-election in my county would not be
certain. I would like to try the question,
practically with him. He says the sugar
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refinery, established in Moncton, is going
to destroy my popularity.

An Hox. MEMBER : It will employ
twenty-three men.

S ALBERT J. SMITH : Yes. That

small  benefit  would wupset and
overturn  me in my counly, ke
thinks; but I would not be afraid
to try the issue with him or any-

body else. I repeat that this is inimical
to the best interésts of the country and,
that the people, particularly of New
Brunswick, are against it. There is no
emigration from our country every day.
I do not mean to say that it is altogether
due to the National Policy, for I know
that would not be fair ; but we will say
that if the people would accept this policy
they would be able to wemain in this
country—that anybody wud everybody
would be employed—that there would
be awmple work for all To show
the depression it has caused in St. John,
I may refer to the reception given to the
hon. the Finance Minister in December
last, and I do not think any change has
taken place since. T think he was a little
unfair in his introductory speech, in
claiming that the temperance ovation
given to Liim, was of a political character,
and in his ntilising that complimeut for
the purpose of showing that the people of
St. Johin approved of his policy. I believe
the ovation was given in his Lonour as a
temperance man, and that the gentleman
that presided was not a supporter, but an
opponent of the National Policy. I think
I can show the hon. gentleman his mis-
take in saying that prosperity exists in
St. Jolmn in full measure. - There was at
this dinner a friend of the hon. gentle-
man who is now, I am glad to say, a
Senator {Hon. Mr. Boyd), who made a
speech on that occasion, in which Le said :

rd

““He knew that Sir Leonard sympathised
with the misfortunes of St. John, the city
which bad been his home, and where his pro-
perty was. When he came to it this Jast time;
he spokc to him ‘of the duilness of business
here, and the necessity of giving us all the
help he could ; when he replied—almost with
tears in his eyes—that he was prepared to
do what he could reasonably for the city, and
the Government was willing to carry out what
could be done for our benefit., (Cheers.) He
referred to the stories which had been spread of
his having quarrelled with Sir Leonard but
affirmed that none of them were true. It was
nearly thirty years since he first had the
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honour of Mr. Tilley’s acquaintance, and he
had never had an unpleasant word with him.
A truer friend or a better man he had never
met, and he hoped his right arm would wither,
and his tongue be palsied before he uttered
the first word against him. He, like all other
good citizens, was greatly concerned for the
prosperity of St. John. {He trusted that, what-
ever our political differences might have been
in the past, we would forget them until our
city is built up, and be neither Liberals nor
Tories, but 3t, John men. If we do this, we
may yet sce great results ; we shall see a line
of steamers to Europe, and to the Wess Indies ;
docks, wet and dry; warehouses, and many
other things  They would find that, if Sir
Leonard made promises, he would keep them.
They might say of him, as was said of a Mexi-
can dollar, themore you rub him the brightir
he gets. (Cheers.)”
Does the hon. the Finanee Minister
recollect that he exhibited so much emo-
tion that the tears started from his cyes
at a description of the great distress pre-
vailing in St. John.  Mr. Boyd uitering
these sentiments should at least become
a Senator, and he has since become a
Senator, and I have no doubt whatever
that he will make a good one.  He said :
“There is great distressin St. John, in
which the hon., the Finance Minister
deeply sympathised.” Mr. Boyd then
promised that the people of that city
should have docks. wet and dry, and a line
of steamers to Europe and the West
Indies. T see as yet no provision made
for any of these enterprises. Therefore,
I presume that Mr. Boyd was mistaken.
I feel that I have sufficiently shown that
the hon the. Finance Minister is a false
prophet—that he is as unreliable in his
principles and propheeies now that he
is a Tory as he was when he was a
Liberal. 3

Mgr. TASSE: Mr. Speaker, having
submitted at some length my views on the
merits of the National Policy, when it
was considered and carried by Parliament,
at its last Session, in obedience to the
wishes of an overwhelming majority of
the people, I do not intend to go over the
same ground on the present occasion,
esnecially after the very eloquent and ex-
haustive addresses in favourof that policy,
in which I am now an humble but as firm
a believer as ever I wasin former days.
T do not pretend to be able to throw much
additional light on this important matter,
which has been already treated by some
of the ablest members on both sides of the
House ; I wish, however, to devote my~
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attention to some particular points which
have been slightly discussed, and take ex-
ception to a few statements made by hon.
members of the Opposition. As many
references have been made, since the be-
ginning of this Session, to the city which
I have the honour to represent—specially
by some hon. members of the Opposition,
who have manifested a deep but fresh in-
terest in the welfare of my constituents,
for which, no doubt, they will feel grate-
ful, T will, at the outset, as in duty
hound, take up that point which is the
most entitled to my immediate considera-
tion. Sir, 1in his extreme desire to under-
value the beneficial effects of Protection
on the country, the hon. leader of the Left
stated, in his speech on the Address, that
it was admitted even by Government
papers that there was an unusual amount
of distress in the city of Ottawa. In the
first place, I do not know of a single Con-
servative paper which has admitted
that there was an unusual amount of
distress in  this ecity; and, in the
second place, I deny that the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman is well
founded. IFurthermore, I contend that
the distress which may now exist to a-
certain extent is far from being as wide
spread as that which prevailed during the
last two or three years of the previous
Administration. The maintenance of a
soup kitchen in our midst has been ad-
vanced as an argument aguinst the
National Policy, but hon. gentlemen op-
posite should not forget that that noble
institution—the soup kitchen—is but a
legacy of their own Government, that it
was implanted in Ottawa during the late
Government, that it flourished not only
here, but in various cities of the Dominion
in the same ratio that our most useful
and Important industries were then de-
caying and falling down one after the
other. But, Sir, my hon. friends need
not feel uneasy on this point, for an-
other winter will most probably prove
that owing to the revival of trade, the
usefulness of the soup kitchen has gone.
It is true that an assemblage of unem-
ployed workingmen—which has been so
often referred to on the other side of the
House—took place a few weeks ago, but
it could not be denied that it was far
from being as large as the one which
paid a visit to my hon. friend in the
winter of 1877, and which, I dare say,
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he has not yet forgotten. I could not
give a better or more authoritative
illustration of the distress that prevailed
in Ottawa during the Administration of
the hon. gentleman than by quoting a
short extract from a speech delivered by
the Liberal candidate, Mr. C. W. Bangs,
one of my opponents during the last
elections :—

¢ Last winter he (the Mayor) had gone to
Mr. Mackenzie and laid before him the con-
dition of the poor people of the city. Mr. Mac-
kenzie replied that he wou'd do all he could to
assist the city, and had it mot been fur this he
did not know what they would have done.
Every morning, when he came down to the
City Hall, he found from twenty to one hun-
dred men sesking assistance—men who were
willing to work, but who had families starving
at home. Some of the men were not able to
earn 25c. per day, but still he seut them up to
Mr. Henderson, the superintendent cf works,
Mr. Henderson would come down and say:
‘Don't send another crowd that can’t do any-
thing.” He replied: ‘ These men are starving
an: may as well be supported by the Govern-
ment as by the city.””
Such was the glowing, the brilliant con-
dition of things in Ottawa during the
Mackenzie Government. Well, Sir, after
such a statement uttered by a liiberal
candidate—and which gives bubt a very
impertect idea, a very imperfect picture
of the misery then desolating the eapital,
the House will easily perceive how little
foundation there is in the assertion of the
hon. the leader of the Opposition that
there is an unusual amount of distress in
the city of Ottawa. I will come now
to another point which concerns to a very
great extent my constituents, which con-
cerns also to a great extent the inhabi-
tants of the Ottawa Valley, nay, of the
whole country. One of the main objec-
tions raised against the National Policy
when it was at first propounded in this
House ; one of the main objections raised
against the National Policy in the press
and on the hustings, in the last political
campaign ; and one of the main objections
raised against that policy in the last
Session was, that a Protective Tariff would
destroy, would ruin our lumber trade.
That industry being one of the largest, if
not the largest industry of the Dominion ;
that industry being the foremest industry
of the Ottawa Valley, that industry
employing every year 50,000 people, and
involving as it does many millions of
capital, such an objection, if sound, would

have been calculated to impress unfavour-
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ably the public mind against the National | mixer and muddler of figures, to employ
Policy ; but the people, thanks to their good | the language of the G'lobe. No one has
sense, and not owing to their ignorance, as | forgotten that the hon. member for
it was contended by thc hon. member for | Centre  Huron puzzled, once, every
Centre Huron, did not believe that such an | member of this House when he stated, in
objection was well grounded ; they had | one part of:his speech, that Protection
no confidence in the men by whom it was | would enrich a few manufacturers at the
urged ; they thought that the lumber |expense of the working class, whilst, in
trade could not be more prostrated, asianother part of the same speech, he
every other industry, than it was during | asserted that Protection would produce
the Reformm Administration, and they gave | such a home competition that it would
their warm adhesion to the National | ruin the manufacturers themsclves. To
Policy, almost every constituency of the | come back to the lumber trade, I am
Ottawa region returning Conservative | happy to say that, far from being ruined,
members, by large majorities—the vast | far from being aunihilated, far from
county of Ottawa alone giving a well- | receiving its ‘‘death blow for the
deserved majority of 1624 votes to its|time being”—to wuse the very word
worthy member. In this connection, it | of that hon. gentleman, the lumber trade
will not be without interest to read the fol- [ has received, within the last year, an
lowing declaration, made last Session by | immense impulse—an impetus unparallel-
the hon. mgmber for Centre Huron—who | ed for many vears. Far from receiving
is supposed to be the financial light of the | their death blow, lumbermen have con-
Opposition—in his second speech on the | siderahly enlarged their operations, have
Tariff . — increased the number of their wocdmen,

¢ We are to have all the trade and business have employfed them at hxgher wages, e}nd
of the country revolutionised ; we are to have, have vascly increased their consumption.
to take 'but one illustration alone, the lumber / of agricultural products, for which they
mterest of this country, employing from 45,000 | offer an immediate and most advantageous
to 50,000 men, with their families depending market. Far from receiving its death

on themn ; we are to have this interest put in
the greatest peril, because it is impossible to blow, the demand for lumber has been

conceal from the House that the imposition of | such that for the first time it had to be
a further burden of 30c., or 40c., or 50c. per | shipped on rails from Ottawa, and that
thousand on the manufacture of lumber will go | only are the immense piles accumu-

very far to give that great industry its death N .
blow for the time being. They can understand, lated for years around the Chaudiere

from that illustration alene, how exceedingly | alveady sold, but that an enormous quan.

trifling al(lithe benefits which are propo(sled to | tity of lumber, which still lies in the
d der this Tariff are, ¢ ith N o

be secured under this Tarifl are, compared Wwith | g, 0ot Lag been contracied for at the

the enormous mischief which will result from i . 8 . d
its operaticn. Which is true of the fishing lighest prices ever offered in Canada.

interest and of the transportation interests, and | Far from receiving its death blow, the
as the agriculturists will find true of their ! gransportation tratfic econnected with
ewn interests also.” the lumber trade will be greatly revived,
In fact, everyinterest in the land, in- |and we shall see, as soon as
cluding the lumber interest, was going to | navigation opens, a large fleet of steamers
suffer most severely—was to receive its!and boats carrying the products of
death blow. Well, Sir, what has been | that industry to a foreign destination,
the result of the mournful prediction of | whilst many of our railways will be fully
that hon. gentleman, who seems deter-|occupied, as they are now, for the same
mined to emulate that famous Trojan | purpose, at profitable rates. Far from
prophetess, Cassandra, whe had nothing | receiving its death blow, there will be an
but the most gloomy things to predict for | unusual activity in a few weeks around
her country ? Let me hasten to say that | our magnificent falls; the “hum” will
it is yet as unfulfilled as many other | resound once more agreeably to our ears,
lugubrious predictions emanating from | and my hon. friends opposite shall hear it,
the same source. This fact is mnot ! if our legislative duties are not concluded
surprising, for that hon. gentleman | at the beginning of May ; mills which had
has not been a success so far in the pro- | been silent for yearswill be reopened, and
phetic vocation—indeed he has reaped ' others which had worked during the day
more laurels as a maker of deficits, as a ' only will be then in full blast day and
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night—a state of things which we had not
the gratification to witness during the five
long years of the late Administration. In
fact the only death-blow that will be in-
flicted anywhere, will not be inflicted on
the lumber ttrade, but on the unpatriotic
operations of the party which to-day dare
to rise their powerless voice against the
almost unanimous wish of the nation. In
reviewing some speeches delivered last
year by hon. gentlemen opposite, I
noticed that the hon. member for South
Brant laid then great stress on the fact
that bank stocks had greatly fallen from
the17thSeptember, 1878—a date inseriked
in black letters in the Reform day-book—
up to last Session. Of course the National
Policy was made responsible for that
falling off, although it then existed but on
paper, in the resolutions submitted to the
House by the Government. It is obvious
that a comparison made at such a time,
when the previous Tariff wasin existence,
was most unfair, and that it was necessary
to wait a few months at least to ascertain
its probable effect on the monetary insti-
tutions of the country. This Session, it
seems, would havebeen amorefitting oppor-
tunity—although a longer experience is
undoubtedly required to judge such effects
with some accuracy—to institute a com-
parison between the actual quotations of
stock banks, and the quotations existing
at the very time when the National Policy
became the law of the land. Our oppo-
nents having failed to compare those
figures on that basis—the only fair basis
that could be adopted to ascertain the in-
fluence of the National Policy in that
respect, I will supply the comparison
which will establish the healthier condition
of the banks, and the greater confidence
enjoyed on them by the public since the
present Tariff has been in operation. I
will give the quotations of the previous
week compared to those of the corres-
ponding week for 1879—such as they
appear in a late issue of the Share-
holder ;

25th March, 25th March.
1879. 1880.
Bank of Montreal.. 1393 141}
Merchant’s Bank... 81 95%
Canadian Bank of
Commerece........ 103 119
Bank of Toronto.... 115 130
Ontario Bank...... 62 78
Banque du Penple. . 49% 69

72
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25th March. 25th March.

1879. 1880.
Bank British North
America. ........
Molson’s Bank...... 74} 80}
Deminion Bank.... 118
Federal Bank...... 100 105
Hamilton Bank..... 102
Banque Jacques Car-

tier.............. 33} 70§
Quebec Bank ......

Banque Nationale. .
Eastern Townships’

Bank............ 883 99§
Union Bank........ 54 68}
Consolidated Bank.. 46%

Exchange Bank.... 53 45

I muy add that not only have most of the
bank securities advanced notably, but
also that many of the stocks of other pub-
lic institutions or companies have risen in.
the same proportion : a result which fully
indicates that the tide of prosperity has
fully set in. In fact, every stock is going
up, is advancing, except the political stock
of the hon. gentlemen opposite, which
seems to be more depressed than ever.
In this connection I may observe that the
hon. member for West Durham almost
said the other night that the success of
the Liberals in England was an indication
of the triumph of his party in a near
future. But I will take the liberty to
advise the hon. gentleman not to be over-
exultant on that account, for by a strange
coincidence Liberals have only succeeded
in securing power since Confederation—
and this event has not been too often re-
peated for our common sake-—when a
Conservative Government was presiding
over the destinies of Great Britain. We
have learned from the speeches of the
Opposition that there was a great reactien
in the country against the National
Policy, that the people generally were
already disgusted with it, and that the
¢ passing craze”-—to use the language of
the Globe—* which led the Provinces to
vote directly against their interest, is
already over.” And when we have called
for a substantial evidence of that so-called
reaction, we have received the uniform
reply: ‘“How can you entertain any
doubt about it, when the last local elec-
tions of Ontario—a Province which gave
at first such a warm support to the Na.
tional Policy—have been so favourable to
the Liberal party.” To make good such
an argument, our opponents should prove
that the National Policy, and not pro-
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vincial matters, was truly the main peint
at issue. But they have failed, utterly
failed to establish that fact. Some of our
Conservative leaders, some of the Conser-
vative p:pers offered them, I am aware,
to fight the electoral battle on that score,
but they refused to take up the gauntlet
thus thrown to them. The speeches of
the Ontario First Minister, the Hon. Mr.
Mowat, and the articles of the Globe,
the Hamilton Z7%mes, and other leading
Liberal papers which were quoted the
other day by the hon. member for Hamil-
ton, fully demonstrate that they refused to
engage in the contest on that ground ; and
they were for once wise men in their gener-
ation, tor th y knew perfectly well that the
verdict rendered a few months previous
would remain unchanged ; that an intelli-
gent people like the people of Ontario
would not stultify themselves by con-
demning, after ashort interval, a policy
which was then but in embryo, which has
just been voted by Parliament, which had
not even a month’s trial, and which they
had approved by an overwhelming ma-
jority, after the most mature deliberation
ever given to any publie question at the
polls. If the National Policy has in-
fluenced, to a small extent, the last
elections of Ontario, there is one question
which, I am sorry to state, had much to
do with them on the Liberal side, a ques-
tion which the leaders of that party
would not dareto introduce inthis House.

I had been led to believe, Mr. Speaker,
by the public utterances of the hon.
leader of the Opposition, that the days
had passed when my fellow-countrymen
would be traduced, and sneered at by his
party, In fact, not very long ago, [ had
the pleasure to read some very graceful
compliments paid to my race by that
hon. gentleman, in a speech delivered in
Scotland the land of his birth, where he
received such a gratifying welcome—and
I was under the impression that his
party would cease to stir up the national
prejudices of one portion of the people
against the other ; that the bugbear of
French domination, for instance, of which
we heard so much in the past, which had
been worked up so unfairly, and so un-
scrupulously, to the prejudice of our Con-
servative allies in Ontario, was used up,
and would never be invoked again, even
for electoral purposes. But, Sir, that
was but a delusion, which recent events
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have entirely dispelled. In the absence
of betterargument, in their dssperation, in
their thirst for power, the Liberal party
resuscitated that very bugbear of French
domination, to speculate on  the
worst prejudices of the peeple; and, I
regret to say, it met with an ill-deserved
success in some quarters. To remove
any doubt on this point, I will quote a
few extracts from different issues of the
Globe, which will stmply suffice to illus-
trate the unfair measures resorted to by
the Liberal party, to delude the electoral
body of Ontario. The Globe said, on the
the 24th May, 1879 :

‘“When Ontario joined the Confederation,
her supposition was, by doing so, she had
escaped from Lower Canadian domination. The
present subservieace of the Government to Que-
bec Conservatives throws a doubt on this and on
oar future position, and brings up the whole
subject again.”

In another article, on the same day :

‘¢ The Tories follow the lead of their precious
chieftain and would put Ontarin, which Pro-
vince they know they cannot either chea% or
control, back again under the rule of the
Frenchmen, whom Sir John can humbug and
swindle if he cannot control.”

On the 26th May :

‘‘ The people will show by their votes, on the
5th of June, that this Province is not to be
tamely cheated of its dus, either because Sir
John A. Macdonald is again under the thumb
of his Quebec followers, or becanse he longs for
fat things to present to the hungry office-
seekers who have vet to be rewarded from
the plunder acquired by the late elections.”

In another article, published on the fol-
lowing day, and written in that same
liberal-minded spirit, the French sup-
porters of the Government are styled, in
that felicitous, in that delicate language
peculiar to the Globe, “the French tail of
Sir John A, Macdonald.” Well, Sir, it
we are but a tail, we have at least the.
consolation of being the tail of an illus-
trious statesman, who but recently
enjoyed the unprecedented honour, for a
colonist, to be admitted into the Privy
Council of Her Majesty the Queen. We
have at least the consolation of knowing
that our tail is longer than the whole—I
will not say tail,—but the whole follow-
ing of Mr. George Brown in this House,
which has been rather shortened by the
last elections. And we have this further
consolation of knowing that the sq-
called French tail of this Gov-
ernment would never have sub-
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anitted themselves to the humiliating
treatment which our predecessors had to
experience under the iron rule of the hon.
member for Lambton. Sir, that spirit of
antipathy to our race is so manifest in the
Globe—that great power behind the
Throne—that this Government can
hardly decide upon a single French
appointment without it should be criti-

ground—without it should exclaim :
““ Another Frenchman appointed!” I
believe that even the number of char-
women, who happen to be of French
origin, is instanced as a strong evidence
of that terrible, thut threatening French
domination. Of course, those attacks of
the Globe appear during the recess, when
they are supposed not to attract the atten-
tion of the members of this House, but as
I presume that the hon. member for
Quebec East—the gallant leader of the
gallant little French band opposite—is a
constant reader of the Globe, it would be
interesting to hear what he thinks of the
course thus followed by the leading organ
of his party. This crusade against
French appointments is as unjust as un-
warranted, when it is well-known that
this Government is only treating us with
that spirit of fairness which they strive to
display towards every class, every creed,
every nationality in this country ; when
.it is well-known to those, at any rate,
who are aware of the facts, that the
French people, far from receiving the
lion’s share, as it is sometimes falsely
contended, do not even obtain in the
whole distribution of patronage the share
to which they are strictly entitled by
their numbers ; when it is well-known
that in the French speaking Province of
Quebec, our people, with that spirit of gen-
erosity so characteristic of them,and which
should be imitated in other Provinces—
give to their fellow.citizens of other
origins a larger share of patronage than
the latter could justly claim. 8ir, it is
sometimes a matter of wonder to many
Liberals that their party is not more
popular, is not better appreciated by the
Frenoh speaking element of this country,
that they are losing election after election
in the Province of Quebec—whenever the
people have an opportunity to record
their votes against them ; but in the face
of suchinsults,infaceof the hostile attitude
of the Globe—it only surprises me that
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French Canadians in this House—few as
they are—or outside of this House, should
be found so forgetful of their sense of
dignity, so forgetful of their duty towards
their race, that they could devote their
talent, their energy, to the advancement
of a party which strives to inflame, to
our injury, the worst prejudices of the
people, which strives to array Province

cised and objected to on "that single ;against Province—Ontario against Que-

i bec—one class of the community against

the other—Englishmen against French-

men—and which strives to disunite in-
stead of binding by the strongest possible
ties, as it should be the strong aim, the
strong desire of every true lover of our
country, the heterogeneous, but most
valuable element which constitute our
Canadian population. As I stated, Mr.
Speaker, the Liberal members of the
House have exhibited a peculiar de-
light —and it may be a legitimate one—
for they have very few causes of comfort
at the present juncture-—in extolling the
last elections of Ontario as a proof of a
wonderful reaction against the National
Policy.  This proof, however, cannot be
held as very conclusive when we know
that, in all the partial federal elections
held since 1878, and they have been
many—they have not been able to re-
deem a single constituency—nay, they
have lost three seats : East Hastings, Ar-
genteuil and Charlevoix. In endeavou

ing to make that point, they only forget
that they give another striking evidence
of their inconsistency. Have they for-
gotten, have the hon. members of the
House forgotten, that when the hon. the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries men-
tioned last year, during the debate
on the Tariff, the result of the
local election of Prince Edward Is-
land as a further indication of
of the popularity of the National Policy—
which had been greatly discussed during
the campaign—the hon. member for
Lambton rose indignantly from his seat
and rebuked, in the severest terms, that
hon. gentleman for having introduced
provincial matters, which, in his opinion,

were entirely irrelevant to the debate,
As my hon. friends opposite seem to hava
lost sight of that incident, I will read
from the Hansard what occurred on that
interesting occasion.

‘“ Mr. Pope, (Queen’s, P.E.1), said he did

not wish to make a speech, but he had a little
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intelligence to announce to the leader of the
Opposition and his friends. who had endeav-
oured to convince the House and the country
that the people of the Maritime Provinces
would bz injured, and the Province of Prince
Edward Island destroyed, by the Tariff. The
local elections had just been held, the National
Policy bein% of course the greatest question
discussed. It was said the country was to be
ruined on account of the heavy taxes imposed
by the Conservative Government, at Ottawa ;
however, he was happy to say that the Local
Conservative Government, who supported the
National Policy, was returned by twenty-five
against five,

¢ Mr, Mackenzie said it was the first time he
ever heard a Cabinet Minister make such an-
nouncement, If the hon. gentleman had no
more sense of the digrity of his own position
he might, at least, have some respect for the
Cabinet of which he was a member.”
1t can easily be surmised that such an
ancouncement was far from being agree-
able, far from being cheering to the hon.
member for T.ambton, and that on the
spur of the moment he uttered harsh
words, which he probably regrets now.
Nevertheless, if it be true that the hon. the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries—to use
the very same language of that hon.
gentleman—exhibited by this announce-
ment, an utter lack of respect for the
dignity of his position, what shall we say
of the hon. leader of the Opposition, what
shall we say of his hon. followers,
who have been sinning in the same
manner, and on a much enlarged scale,
since the commencement of the debate,
in connection with the local elections of
Ontario, contradicting themselves in a
manner that should amaze every member
of this House. We have heard it stated
by some hon. gentlemen opposite that
even the manufacturers were dissatisfied
with the National Policy —that very
policy which, according to them, had been
concocted in their sole interest, to the
detriment of the mass of the people—as
if the interest of the manufacturers could
be diametrically opposed to the interest
of the nation of which they form a most
important element. The hon. member
for West Elgin has specially devoted him-
self to that task, employing for that pur
pose a process of fabrication which, I
regret to say, is not altogether unfamiliar
to the opponents of the present Tariff.
Bat, Sir, if ever a statement made by a
member of this House has been demolished
by an avalanche of the most crushing evi-
dence that could be brought sgainst it,
it was the statement which the hon. mem-
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ber for West Elgin made, it is reported,.
under the responsibility of a certain Re-
form club. The visits which the hon.
the Minister of Finance has taken the
trouble to pay to many of the most im-
portant manufactories of Canada, and for
which he deserves the warmest praises of
the country, has fully established to every
unprejudiced mind that the condition of
the manufacturers has been greatly im-
proved to their own benefit and to the
benefit of the working classes. And the
public returns which have been submitted
to the House fully demonstrate also that.
the productive powers of the Dominion
have been vastly developed—a fact fully
corroborated by a considerable reduction
of our imports of foreign fabrics—a re-
duction which has operated specially to
the prejudice of the American producer,
who, but for that wise policy, would have
secured an almost absolute control of
the Capadian market, Sir, a meet-
ing of the manufacturers of Ontario
took place not very long ago at To-
ronto, and not a dissentient voice was
heard against the National Policy. Far
from it, every one present—and amongst
them were lifelong Reformers—mani-
fested his warm approval of the present
Tariff. In a long speech on the effects of
the National Policy, the President, Mr. E.
Guerney, jun., uttered the following
words, which I will read from a report
published in the Globe :

‘““ The Tilley tariff is the boldest piece of com-
mercial legislation that was ever instituted in
Canada. He had confidence to predict for all
classes of industry a course of prosperity equal
te the hopes of the most sanguine supporters of
that measure. Already a most decided im-
provement had taken place, and the results of
the next twelve months will be of snch a pro-
nounced benefit as to make it extremely
hazardous for a leader to bring forward a mea-
sure proposing its repeal.”

Let me now draw the attention of the
House to the very important declaration
made by Mr. W. H. Howland—a. gentle-
man well-known as a Iiberal and as a
man thoroughly versed in commereial
affairs. I am again quoting from the
report of the Globe - ’
‘“Mr. Howland said that in the face of the
great change in the financial affairs of the
country since the last meeting of the associa-
tion, he desired to move a resolution. In look;
ing back over the past they could all see how

black a time they had passed throngr, and how
many were npon the verge of rum. He did
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mot think that they realised at the time the
blackness of the commercial interests of the
«country. If times had continued in the con-
dition they were in at one time, all the indus-
tries of the country would have been closed.
{Hear, hear.) He thought they had every
reason to be thankful for the great change
that came albout. The National Policy had
been tried. The country sympathised with
the policy, which had been, to a great extent,
the cause of the rcturn to prosperity. The
advance had been gralual, and he felt
confident to say that within twelve months
the advance would be such that they would te

on a sounder basis than before. He could
say with confidence that all the peo-
ple wanted was reasonable Protection,

and that they never intended to make unreason-
able demands. Hereafter if the demands were
moderate, and expansion was not attempted too
rapidly, on on too great a scale, he thought those
present would see, before many years had
passed, th: Dominion of Canada one of the lead-
ing productive countries of the world, (Hear
hear.) He was a Liberal, and, as an old Liberal,
he was looking forward hopefully to the time
when the leaders of his old party would become
convineed that the present National Policy was
beneficial to the Dominjon, and would change
their views, whereby it would enable their old
friends to join again under the old banner. It
was his firm belief in the good that had re-
sulted from Protection that inspired him to
move the following Resolution : ¢ Resolved, that
this association desires to express its general
approval of the Tariff legislation of the last
Session of the Dominion Parliament, which, it
is evident, has in a large measure helped
to bring about the marked commercial improve-
ment and financial confidence now existing in
this country.’—The Resolution was carried
unanimously.”

Hon. gentlemen opposite may now
proclaim, if they dare to do it, that even
the manufacturers are dissatisfied with
the National Policy. In the speech
which I have juet quoted, Mr. How-
land expresses a strong confidence that
the National Policy will work so well
that all parties will ultimately give their
assent to its principle, and that old
Liberals'like him will thus have an op-
portunity to join their old friends under
the same banner—an act which, at best, I
may observe, would not be very grateful
towards the promoters of that policy.
‘Well, Sir, such also is my confidence in
the National Policy that I do expect to
see a similar result; that I do expect to
see the day when Liberals as well as
Conservatives—when the whole country
will be so much satisfied with the effects

of the National Policy—that that ques-

tion, having been solved for many years
to come on the basis which we now advo-
cate, will cease to be the main dividing
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line between our two great parties, to be
replaced, perhaps, by such nice political
problems as the representation of minori-
ties—I quite understand that some of
the hon. gentlemen opposite should be
anxious to increase the minority at the
present moment,—such as the com-
pulsory vote in order that the Liberals
should give to the country a fair idea of
their views on the freedom of the sub-
ject—and other political problems—not
including the photographing of criminals,
which was recently unveiled to our ad-
miration ;—problems delineated for our
future consideration in that celebrated
oration at Aurora, which the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham called himself a
¢“disturbing speech,” perhaps an impru-
dent speech ”"—a speech, at any rate, full
of discussions, which, according to the
Globe, “ must be classed rather with the
recreations of leisure hours than with the
graver efforts and more earnest work of
high and practical statesmanship.” Sup-
posing that such a change should occur
in the mind of the leader of the Op-
position in connection with the present
Tariff, it would be an easy one, and
would be less amazing than his contem-
plated change on the Pacific Railway
enterprise—for the day is not very far
distant when that hon. gentleman, uot-
withstanding his Free-trade proclivities,
opposed: a reduction of a Tariff of 20 per
cent. to 15—this was in 1866—and when
he asserted in a later speech, at Hamilton,
that the duties could not fail tq bein-
creased, on account of our increased obli-
gations, and thac they should be levied in
such a manner as to favour the home
industries—the very principle which we
have successfully carried out in the adop-
tion of the present policy. Lest I should
be suspected of misrepresenting the hon.
leader of the Opposition, I will
quote a very few words which he uttered
on both occasions. In 1866, the hon.
member for Lambton opposed a re-
duction of a Tariff of 20 per centum—and
this Tariff is not higher in many respects
—on the following grounds, to which no
Protectionist could take exception :

““ He admitted that the policy of the Gev-
vernment had not been in harmony with the
tendency of public men towards Free-trade.
But large interests had grown up under eur
system of ineidental Protection, which, he con-

i sidered, should not be destroyed.  In reply to
, & question, he said he was in favour of the Pro-




1142 Ways and Means.

tective system which had been the policy of the |

country for some years, and under which in-
terests had been created which the House
should respect.”

Let us see now what he stated at Hamil-
ton on the 16th of January, 1874, on the
eve of the general elections :—

“8ir Francis Hincks stated last year, on his

‘eleetion tour and in the House of Commons,
that he was in favour of incidental Protection.
1 said I was also in favour of it. It isa stupid
phrase at best, but it means simply this, that
as long as duties are levied upon articles im-
ported, they should be levied upon the articles
produced by our own people.”
Such a result, I repeat, would not be a
surprising one, for it has been witnessed
in more than one country, Protection
gaining ground steadily everywhere,
whilst the theory of Free-trade—which
has never been truly practised—has, to-
day, perhaps, less advocates than it had in
the days of Adam Smith and Richard
Cebden. When Protection was estab-
lished in the neighbouring Republic, un-
der the auspices of the celebrated Henry
Clay—a man whom history will class
among the greatest statesmen of the age,
and the greatest benefactors of his country
—one of its foremost opponents was an-
other political man, almost as highly con-
sidered, almost as celebrated, as his great
rival, Daniel Webster. Well, Sir, the
Tariff—the American system as it was
called—worked with such advantageous
results, it revived agriculture, commerce,
and industry so rapidly, it develeped the
national resources to such an extent that,
after 4 few years of experience, Daniel
Webster became a convert to that same
policy which had been the main lever of
the prosperity of the Republic. Let me
quote a short extract from a speech he
delivered after an experience of nine
years of a Protective Policy :—

¢ Candour obliges me to remind you that
when the Act of 1824 was passed, neither he
who addresses you nor those with whom he
usually acted on such subjects, were ready or
willing to take the step which that Act pro-
posed—they doubted its expediency. It
passed, however, by the great and over-
whelming influence of the Central States.
New York, Pennsylvania and Ohio. New
England acquiesced in it. She conformed to
it as the settled policy of the country, and

ve to her capital and labour a corresponding

irection. She has now become vitally inter-
ested in the preservation of the system. Her
prosgerity is identified, not perbaps with any
particular degree of protection, but with the
preservation of the principle ; and she is not
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likely to consent to yield the principle, under
any circumstances whatever. And who would
dare to yield it? Who, standing here and
looking round en this community and its
interests, would be bold enough to touch the
spring which moves so much industry and pro-
duces 50 much happiness? Who would shut
up the mouth of these vast coal pits? Who
stay the cargoes of manufactured goods now
floating down a-river, one of the noblest in
the world, and stretching through territories
almost boundless in extent and unequalled in
fertility ? 'Who would quench the fires of xo
many steam engines, or stay the operation of
80 much well-employed labour? (entlemen, I
cannot conceive how any sub-version of that
policy which has hitherto been pursued can take
place without great public embarrassment and
great private distress. I have said that I am
in favour of protecting American manual labor 3
and, after the best reflection I can give the
subject, and from the lights which I'can derive
from the experience of ourselves and others, I
have come to the conclusion that such Protec-
tion is just and proper, and that to leave
American labour to sustain a competition with
that of the over-peopled countries of Europe
would lead to a state of things to which the
people could never submit.”

Let us hope, Mr. Speaker, that we shall
find more than one Daniel Webster in
the ranks of the Opposition, if eur
National Policy continues to revive the
commerce and the industry of the country
as it has done since its establishment.
But even if the National Policy had not
been so advantageous to Canada within the
last months, I claim that it would be pre-
mature to judge of its usefulpess, and that
it would be detrimental to the best inter-
ests of the country to change it after
such a short experience. There should
be but one opinion, Sir, on the desira-
bility of remodelling our Tariff as seldom
as possible in order not to create uncer-
tainty and uneasiness in our commercial
and industrial operations, and I contend
that my hon. friends opposite are doing
an unwise, an unpatriotic work in
clamouring at the present juncture for a
complete change in our fiscal system.
Nay, I will prove that the present course
they are following in opposing the pre-
sent Tariff’ has been condemned by no
less an authority than the hon. member
for West Durham, who stated in the
last Provincial campaign of Ontario—in
which he took avery prominent part—
that the National Policy should bave
nothing to do with the local elections,
and that it would not be wise to reverse-
our present fiscal system until a suffi-
cient experience had proved that it was
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not suited to our best interests. That
hon. gentleman made that two-fold de-
claration in a great speech, which he de-
livered at Toronto, on the 2lst of May,
1879—and which has been reproduced
by ‘the Globe, from which I will quote :—
““ Well, Sir, I wish to say one word upon
the National Policy, not upon its own merits,
but just this that my own opinion 1s that the at-
tempt to bring it into the contest is doubly dis-
ingenuous, because it is plain that the question
is disposed of for a certain period —whether
rightly or wrongly, for weal or woe—by the
majority ; although by no means a decided
majority, as the returns seem to indicate, still
a majority of the people of Canada, determined
for a chaage in their fiscal management. That
change has taken place, and I do not hesitate
to say that until the lessen of our experience
shall be added to the lessons derived from the
experience of other countries, and to those
arguments derivel from reason and research, it
will not be best to reverse the fiscal policy
which has so long been laid down ”
A more stronger condemnation of the
course followed by the Opposition, in so
far as this Tariff is concerned could not be
adduced, coming as it does not only from
one of its prominent members, but from
one who, in the estimation of many Re-
formers, is their coming leader. Mr.
Speaker, if there is one thing more than
another that +hag pleased me since the
adoption of the National Policy—Dbesides
the most material proof that it is work-
ing well, that it is fulfilling our ex-
pectations—it is the fact that this Gov-
ernment seem disposed to give the ex-
ample to the nation, that is to say, to en-
courage the homeproduction—topurchase
everything that we can successfully pro-
duce, but which we used to import from
foreign countries in former years, 1
tbink the thanks of this House and of the
country are due, for one, to the late
Minister of Militia, the hon. member for
Terrebonne, for having taken the proper
steps to expend in this country a large
sum of money which we had to send
every year beyond the sea. Henceforth
the ciothing required for our gallant
militia will be manufactured here, and at
reduced prices, if T am correctly informed ;
zhenceforth, we shall also manufacture our
powder, our cartridges, and even the guns
that we might be called upon to fire in
defence of our coantry, if the sad day
ever comes that ic is necessaryto furbish
more deadly weapons than those which
are employed in our party warfare.
However important may be the manufac-
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ture of those articles. the annual expendi-
ture caused thereby is trifling, compared
to the large sums of money which we
have disbursed for years, to the benefit of
foreigners, in connection with the build-
ing of our railways; sumsof money
which should have been speut long agoin
the country had a proper system of Pro-
tection been adopted to foster the home
production—to foster the production of
iron. Indeed, Sir, we possess an immense
and inexhaustible supply of that most
valuab e mineral throughout the length
and breadth of the Dominion, in every
Province, except Prince Edward Island,
but nowhere in a larger quantity and ina
better quality, than at a very few miles
from our legislative halls, in the magnifi-
cent county of Ottawa. Sir, there are
few persons, I dare say, who are aware of
the extent of our muarket for the con-
sumption of iron ; few persons are aware
of the immense quantily of iron which
has been brought int: this country in
various forms ; few persons are aware of
the enormous amount of money which
Canada has exported to England and to
the United States on that account since
Confederation—although many are fully
aware of the cost of buying steel rails in
a foreign market. The magnitude of the
importation of iron in Canada may be
judged, when it is established that for
twelve years the Dominion has imported
iron alone to the valus of more than
$96,000,000, according to the following
statement, drawn from official sources,
and which I will submit to the House.
In 1872 we imported iron to the amonnt of
$12,291,908 ; in 1873, $20,202,753 ; in
1874, $18,878,411;1in 1875, 815,783,960
in 1876, $11,600,897; in 1877,
$9,330,982; in 1878, $8,293,517, mak-
ing a value in the aggregate of
$96,337,428  or, if we include the last
year’s, more than $100,000,000—a sum
sufficient to construct the whole Pacific
Railway. Well, Sir, i3 it not to be re-
gretted that Parliament has waited so
long to encourage the manufacture of an
an article which exists here in such abun-
dance, and for the production of which we
possess all the necessary facilities? We
possess, for instance, in the immediate
vicinity of our iron ores, all the coal, all
the peat, and all the lumber required to
work them profitably—for so far as the
iron ores of the Ottawa county are con
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cerned, there is a depth of more than 150
miles of forests to fall back on—an ad-
vantage which is not to be found almost
anywhere, the lumber of nearly every
country which is adjacent to iron mines
being exhausted. In this connection, Sir,
I may be allowed to express the wish to
see the duty on pig iron increased
from $2 a ton to $3—the American duty is
$7—an increase which is demanded by
those who are engaged in that valuable
industry, and those who feel inclined to
embark in it. This industry was fear-
fully neglected under the late Adminis-
tration, like almost every other industry
for their sole ambition appeared to buy in
the cheapest market, as in the case of
steel rails, for instance. But now that
we have statesmen—instead of flies-on-
the-wheel-—at the helm of affairs, we may
fairly cxpect to see that most impor-
tant industry assume a development yet
unknown in this country. We may
fairly expect to see the day when the iron
industry will do for Canada what jit has
done for Great Britain, and in later
vears for the United States, and become
one of the mainsprings of our industrial
prosperity. In 1873, the neighbouring
Republic imported iron to the value of
$7,477,656, its export reaching the sum
of $12,129,939; but four years later, in
1877, the iron industry had taken such a
wonderful development that the import
of that article was but 81,632,815, the
export being not less than $16,659,675.
Truly, Mr. Speaker, I have felt a very
deep gratification when I read, lately, the
following advertisement, signed by the
hon. the Minister of Railways and Canals
—one of the staunchest champions of the
National Policy, and who seems so well
determined to practise what he knows
to preach so eloquently and so forcibly :—

CANADA PACIFIC RAILWAY.
Tenders for Rolling Stock.

Tenders are invited for furnishing the Roll-
ing Stock required to be delivered on the
Canadian Pacitic Railway within tbe uext four
years, comprising the delivery in each year of
about the following, viz. :

Tweaty Locomotive Engines; 16 First-class
Cars, (a proportion being sleepers) ; 20 Second-
class Cars (a proportion being sleepers); 3
Express and DBaggage Cars; 3 Postal and
Smoking Cars; 240 Box Freight Cars; 100
Flat Cars ; 2 Wing Ploughs ; 2 Snow Ploughs ;
2 Flangers ; 40 Hand-cars.

The whole to be manufactured in the
Dominion of Canada, aud delivered on the
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Canadian Pacific Railway, at Fort Wiiliam, or
in the Province of Manitoba.

By order,
F. BRAUN, Secretary.

Dept. of Railways & Canals, |
Ottawa, 7th Februaary, 1880. {

I do not hesitate to say, Sir, that the
Government, that the hon. the Minister
of Railways and Canals, deserve our
warmest congratulations for having made
such a patriotic move in  the
right direction. I trust it will pro-
duce the good results which are to
be expected from this true and
sensible application of the National
Policy. Sir, the country is committed
to a gigantic scheme, the building of 2,500
milesofthe Canadian PacificRailway ; the
country has already made, and is pre-
pared to make, the greatest sacrifice to
ensure the success of our national under-
taking ; the country will not accept the
policy of repudiation, which will be
offered to it, after having condemned a
policy ot negation ; the country believes
that this railway will consolidate our
political union, and vastly assist to at-
tract immigration and develop the bound-
less but still unemployed resources of
the Dominion ; but the country has every
reason to expect that these great sacri
fices will be incurred in such a way as to
give our people—to those who shall bear
the greatest share of the burden—the
largest immediate veturns possible. I
have not the slightest hesitation to state
that if we were going to continue to ex-
pend elsewhere a large portion of the
enormous sums required for the construc-
tion and for the equipment of our trans-
contisental railway, I would, perhaps,
hesitate before giving further assent to
such an expenditure, which cannot but
greatly increase the Public Debt of
Canada. But let the Government per-
serve and, preserve energetically in their
policy, and they will find this House and
the country at their back, fully deter-
mined to assist them in their patriotic
and statesmanlike course. In 1877, the
Government of Victoria, one of the
Australian  colonies, advertised for
tenders for the supply of 5,000 tons of
iron water pipes, and, with the view of
encouraging home enterprise, accepted the
tender of a colonial factory at £17,000
more than they could bave been imported
for. Let us follow that policy which is
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the true National Policy; let us follow
that policy on all occasions and in all its
legitimate directions; let us follow that
policy which has been endorsed, not only
by the Conservative party, but by thou-
sands and thousands of Reformers, who
have ceased to believe in a Reform party
that had nothing to reform—and let us
not forget that the glorious motto in-
scribed on the banner which we carried
triumphantly at the last elections was
that ot Canada for the Canadians.

Mgr. GILLMOR : Members on this side
of the House propose to fight 1the ques-
tion out upon this line: We are not in-
fluenced by expediency, but areinfluenced
by nothing but principle. We are oppored
to the whole principle of Protection. I
do not propose, in the few remarks I may
make to-night, to refer to the speeches of
any hon. members who have preceded
me, other than to say, with reference to
the hen. gentleman (Mr. Tassé), who has
now closed his remarks, that he has mani-
fested considerable sharpness, and which
reminded me of a circumstance occurring
down in our country. A young man,
ambitious in theology, went off to attend a
theological training school, and when he
came back he was called upon to officiate.
An old man, who had listened to him,
was asked what he thought of the pro-
gress the young man had made. “ Well,”
he said, “my young friend, you can whet
a case-knife, but you cannot make a
razor out of it.” Now, my young friend
over there, who has endeavoured to
demolish the hon. member for West Dur-
ham and the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion, is very sharp when he has been
whetted up, but the material with which
to make a razor is not in him. I did not
intend, Mr. Speaker, to speak on this
question, as I do not see that any very
great good can come out of this discus-
sion. The few remarks I shall make will
be those which have suggested themselves
to me in listening to this discussion since
it commenced. 1 am an attentive list-
ener, and I would not speak on this ques-
tion except that I think my constitu-
ents expect me to enter my protest against
the fiscal policy adopted by the present
Government, on all suitable occasions. In
speaking at this time it will be my duty
to go back a little, and I promise not to
go back more than fifty years. Some of

the hon. gentlemen who have spoken !
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went back more than a century. I will
take occasion to go back in this discussion
to the time of Confederation. I will read
the remarks made by the hon, Finance
Minister last year, when introducing this
Tariff. He said :

¢ The time has arrived when it will become
our duty to decide wiether the thousands of
men throughout the length and breadth of the
country, who are unemployed, shall seek
employment in another country or shall find it
ia this Dominion.”

He goes on:

‘ Whether we will confine ourselves to the
Fisheries and certain small industries, and cease
to bs what we have bcen, and not rise to be
what I believe we are destined to be under wise
aad judicious legislation.”

The hon. the Finance Minister in the
opening remarks of his Budget Speech, did
not appear to be much elated with the
success of the National Policy so far. He
wanted a little more time, and said, that
if he had it, the results would be more
satisfactory. Like the barren fig tree, he
wanted another year, when he would dig
about it, and dung it, and then it would
bring forth fruit. Mr. Speaker, I have
been a long time acquainted with my hon.
friend the Finance Minister, and in any
remarks I may make to-night, I want it
understood that I do not love Ceesar less,
but love Rome more. I discover that he
still retains his old characteristics. I will
say, at the outset, that I never knew my
hon. friend to make a prediction that was
fulfilled, and I never knew Lim to admit
that he had been mistaken in any predic-
tion. Give him time and all his predic-
tions will come true; and this reminds
me of another story: Some young men
in Portland, in the State of Maine, were
amusing themselves on the bank of a
river, trying if they could throw stones
across it. A strapping fellow from the
country happened along, picked up a
brick, and threw it further than they
threw the stones. They said to him:
“You are a powerful man.” ¢ Yes,” said
be, “pretty strong. I think I can threw
one of you across, and I will bet $10 on
it.” They planked down the money, and
he took hold of one fellow, who came
forward, by the breeches and the
scruff of the neck, and pitched him
some ten or fifteen feet. He swam back
and said I want the monev.” “ No,” he
said, “I can do it,” and threw the mau
in again. He again swam back, and de-
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manded the money. ¢ No,” rejoined the
country chap, “I can throw you across,
and I will throw at you from now until
this time next year, but I will throw
you ;" and so my hon. friend (Sir Samuel L.
Tilley) says, if you will only give him time
all will come true. 'With regard to the
effects of the National Policy, of course, 1
am more acquainted with its influences
upon the county I represent, and upon the
Province of New Brunswick, than with
its influence throughout the Dominion.
I can speak with regard to the Fisheries,
which 1s one of the small industries to
which the Finance Minister referred. In
the county which I have the honour to re-
present, there are between 25,000 and
30,000 persons, and of that number 5,000
souls receive support from that industry.
It is an important industry, because it is
a school of training for our seamen, and
for those persons needed for commerce.
Without commerce no country can be-
come great. It is an industry accom-
panied by a great deal of teil and hard-

ships, and ought to be encouraged. Does
the National Policy encourage the
Fisheries of the Dominion? What is it

calculated to do to help the thousands
and tens of thousands who are engaged
in this industry? Tt is calculated to
oppress them, to crush them with enor-
mous taxation, and by placing a tax upon
everything they wuse in that calling.
There is a tax placed upon the food that
they consume, on the rigging and sails,
and on everything required in that in-
dustry. That industry is one of the
largest that we have. Our Government
placed the value of a partial use of them
to the United States for twelve years at
the enormous sum of $12,000,000. And
this was the industry which the hon. the
Finance Minister +has chosen to term a
small industry—an industry of small
importance. It is very much more im-

portant, I suppose, to encourage the:

manufacturer of clocks, of very muchmore
importance toencourage the manufacture
of agricultural implements, and of very
much more importance to encourage the
manufacture of buttons. The hon. the
Finance Minister has spoken of the visits
he had made ; but he does not appear to
have conversed with more than twenty
men ¢ngaged in the manufactories of the
country. Altogether he has not named
more than twenty persons with whom he
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conversed with regard to the manufaec-
tories of the country, and with regard to
the fiscal policy which is to build up the
industries of the Dominion ; only these
twenty men, every man of whom is in-
terested in this system of spoilation, to
control the interests of a Dominion com-
posed of four millions of people.
The exports of fish last year, taken from
the deep sea, amounted to $6,000,000,
and the products to $12,000,000. When
will the manufacturers export to foreign
countries an amount like that?! Mr.
Speaker, I think that too much attention
has been given to the manufactures of this
country. This fiscal policy is the illegiti-
mate offspring of the political necesities
of the Tory party. What has brought
about this Protection? It was never
dreamt of by the late Finance Minister.
It has not been dreamt of by the leaders
of the Conservative party for years. The
only necessity which existed for that
policy was, that they were out of power
and wanted to get back again. They
talked about the distressed condition of
the country, and presented to the people
this nostrum, this quack remedy, which
is destined to come to naught. 1 feel
that I am on the right side on this ques-
tion ; T feel that we have right on our
gide, and T propese to fight it out on this
line. I care very little with regard to the
majority in this House ; majorities do not
affect men of honesty or principle;
therefore, I did not intend to say any-
thing on this question. But how far
have the Finance Minister’s predictions
been realised, with regard to the keeping
of the workingmen in this country? For
the last forty years I remember none
that has seen so many able-bodied men
—men the most valuable to New Bruns-
wick and the most needed—leave the
Province. I would not be unfair enough
to charge this exodus to the National
Policy. I believe it has sprung from the
general depression ; but the National
Policy has failed to keep them in the
country, as was promised it would, or to
give them increased employment. It hasg
proved a most signal failure in this re-
spect. I have received a letter from a
friend in the county of Carleton, one of
the best agricultural districts in New
Brunswick, stating thatno less than 1,000
good, strong young men have gone to the
United States. I never knew so many



Ways and Means. [AprIL
in my own county go away; and they
have left St. John, not by hundreds, but
thousands, since the National Policy
came into operation. These men have
gone where they expected to better their
condition. Of course, many would come
and go under any circumstances, but the
friends of this policy predicted it would
find food and work and comfort for all,
They knew better at the time—that it
would not produce that effect; or they
ought t» have known it. I remember
the Finance Minister, in replying to an
address at St. Andrews, N.B., said :—
“8ix months from the time the Con-
servative - party succeeds, there will be
work found for every man, woman
and child in that town.” Was that
a figure of speech? Did it mean
anything? I should expect to see any
promise of mine fulfilled. That speech,
to a certain extent, perhaps, influenced
the people, who thought that the new
policy would furnish them with labour,
food and clothing. Not only has it not
furnished a day’s work to those people,
but it has heaped upon them a load of
taxation ; everything they eat, drink and
wear being more expensive than before.
So far as the county of Charlotte, and the
whole of New Brunswick is concerned, I
believe this policy has proved injurious
to every interest. The Fisheries have
suffered as well as other industries, and
the Government may thank their stars
that prices have improved in England
and the United States. That is the
only bright spot of comfort they have. I
have heard it attributed to the National
Policy——a statement no more absurd, how-
ever, than many otlers from hon. gentle-
men on the Government side. The
National Policy has established ware-
houses in Calais, that very important
lumbering concerns may be able to carry
on their business successfuily there. I do
not know of a lumbering concern of any
magnitude that has not established a ware-
house on the American side since the
adoption of that policy. I have been told
by one of the cleverest merchants. of St.
Stephen, a large lumber operator, that it
has fixed a tax of $100 additional on
each team of two horses that the lumber-
men send into the woods. It must have
crushed that industry in New Brunswick
but for the improvement in the foreign
market, That has given some satis-
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faction and encouragement to our business

men, however. But, excepting the
improvement in the lumbering in-
terest, I mnever knew so much de-

pression and darkness in regard to
the business prospects of New Bruns-
wick. The National Policy has injured
trade,

our shipping and coasting

by depriving it of return freights,
and reducing earnings. We have
no shipping trade with Western

Canada ; our vessels carry our lumber and
farm products to the United States, and
it is of great importance they should have
return freights. Our trade and business
is with the United States and Great
Britain. We have nothing to send to
Canada west ; and it is in the interest
of our people to buy, with the proceeds of
their exports, what they most conveniently
can in those countries, and bring it back
in our vessels, We are now compelled to
pay a duty of 50c. a barrel on flour,
bought from Canadians, of the same grade
as we used to get withoat that duty in
the United States. I am assured by
merchants that we now pay that much
more for the flour. That is one of the
fruits of the National Policy. I do not
think I exaggerate in saying that, within
the last year, 20,000 people, mostly men,
have left the Lower Provinces. The
emigration is as large, proportionately,
from Nova Scotia and Prince Edward
Island as from New Brunswick. That
policy, so far as New Brunswick is con-
cerned, has resulted in nothing but op-
pression, heavy taxation and ruin. If
there are any hon. gentlemen in the coun-
try responsible for this sad condition of
things, it must be the kon. the Minister of
Finance and the hon. the Minister of
Railways, none of whose predictions of
prosperity have been fulfilled. They
were like the golden pictures sketched to
induce us to enter Confederation. The
stream of prosperity was to flow quick and
violent. 1 was willing to make the best
of Confederation, after we were in it, but
there was no necessity for making Con-
federation a failure by this policy. I am
glad it has fallen to the lot of the hon. the
Finance Minister and colleagues to intro-
duce it—to inflict it upon the country.
I am glad the Reform party has
not been guilty of this craze, if I
may so style the National Policy.
My thoughts are carried back some
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twenty-five years, to the time I first
entered Parliament in New Brunswick,
when I had the honour of being associated
with the bon. the Finance Minister. The
Conservative party had then ruled the
Province, perhaps fifty years. The
family compact had controlled affairs a
long time. The hon. the Finance Minister
was then a Liberal, and on the defeat of
the Conservative Government, when it
was necessary to form a new Administra-
tioa, he was selected as the most eligible
man for Provincial Secretary. He had
some reputatipn for financial skill, having
acquired it largely by his addresses on
Temperance. He was very clever in
toting up totals, and used to indulge in
many figures to show the enormous evils
of intemperance, and the cost of the drink-
ing habits of society. He would repre-
sent to his audience how many horses and
waggons in a straight line it would take
to draw the money, in silver, that the
drinking habits of society cost; and, oc-
casionally, to vary the entertainment, he
would tell us how long a canal, and how
broad and deep would be that which the
rum and water-yould represent, that was
drunk in the country. Having had a
large experience in public speaking and in
this kind of arithmetic, we concluded he
was about the best man for that office.
He took charge of the Provincial Finances
in 1854, and controlled them ten or
twelve years, till the question of Con-
federation came up. During all those
years I supported himin the main, and
found him very amiable—full of the milk
of human kindness. But I found he be-
came very much changed when defeated
andout of office, after his office had, for the
time being, been filled by another man,
He was 1ema.rkably kind and gentle, as
pleasant as he is now when he is in a
majority. But he has certainly assumed
a very different character. He became
very uneasy out of office; he -was cer-
tainly a different man out of office from
what he was in office. I had occasion to
fill that office, and I say he and his sup-
porters acted more like a set of political
hyenas than anything else. Instead ot
being a docile person, as he was when he
became so0 lamb-like, he was more like a
roaring lion going about seeking whom he
mlght devour. He devoured me ; finan-
cially, I was used up when I went in.
There was nothing in the Treasury, and
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there never will be where my hon. friend
has been. When I went into office,
there was a very considerable sum in the
Treasury. I think there was $6,000,
with which to meet Parliament and com-
mence my financial operatious. The
first thing I had to do was to go off and
try to borrow some money. Parliament
was to meet, and I had to provide for the
indemnity of the members and other
financial engagements. I had never had
much to do with finances ; I did not know
how to meet the banks at that time. Ihad
ne acquaintance with them; but I mus-
tered up courage, and went up to St.
John and went into the Bank of British
North America. I told them I wanted to
raise a little money to carry us through
the Session, and they said that as they
were an institution of the country and
wanted to render all the help they
could, as they were doing business there
and making money, it was but right for
them to write to Montreal and see what
they could do. I went to another bank
and could not get anything. I went to
another bank and managed to borrow
some $20,000. I borrowed some $15,000
or $20,000 from another bank. I went
hack to Fredericton and began to attend
to my daties. In a short time I got an
answer from the Bank of British North
America that they would loan us $5,000.
I thought I would not be under an obli-
gation to an institution of that magnitude
for a sum like that. Well, the hon. gen-
tleman, as I said before, very soon de-
voured us. We went to the country and
were defeated. But when my hon. friend
went into the office of Provincial Secre-
tary there was no Public Debt in New
Bronswick. I think the debt at that time
could not have exceeded $100,000. The
Tariff was not over 10 per cent. My hon.
friend was in office until Confederation,
at which time there was a debt of
$5,000,000, and we had obligations to the
extent of $2,000,000, so we came into
Confederation with a debt of $7,000,000.
Such were my hon. friend’s financial oper-
ations "in New Brunswick. Little as I
regarded the Tories when we turned them
out, financially speaking,Ithought we might
havebeen as welloff if we had kept them in.
My hon. friend went into the agitation
for Confederation. He told us that
would be a panacea for all our ills; that
we were going to manufacture for the
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back Provinces, as he called Ontario and
Quebec ; that New Brunswick was to be-
come the Birmingham of the Dominion of
Canada. I do not think that prediction
has been fulfilled. I do notseeany Inter-
colonial cars being loaded with our manu-
factures to go up west; but that was the
whole strain of the arguments and
speeches about the benefits we were to
derive trom Confederation, according to
my hon. friend. The result has been the
opposite of what he predicted. The
manufactures of the Lower Provinces
have been going down since Confedera-
tion. Instead of having our commercial
agents up here in the west, looking out a
market for our agricultural implements,
we find quite the opposite. We find our
Lower Provinces. traversed by commercial
agents from Montreal; every hole and
corner of the Lower Provinces is flooded
with them. Our proportion of the net
National ‘Debt, allowing for our assets, is
estimated at $11,500,000, while our
share of the gross debt amounts to
$13,000,000. We have a Tariff of over
20 per cent., and are taxed beyond en-
durapce. Our industries are burdened.
What encouragement has the agri-
cultural  industry received  from
the National Policy? What has
this policy done for the farmer?
It taxes enormously everything which he
has toeat, drink and wear, and far from
increasing the prices of his farm produce.
I have never known a period when the
products of the farm were so low as they
were last year. What has the policy
done tor the mercantile classes of New
Brunswick? It has driven trade from
the merchants and the middlemen all
along the frontier. It has driven trade
from St. Andrew’s and St. Stephen’s into
Eastport and Calais on the Maine sides.
I have talked with two of the largest
importers in the county of Charlotte, in
reference to this policy, and though they
are warm supporters of the party in
power they admit frankly, notwithstand-
ing their political preferences, that the
Tariff was very injurious to them. The
Fishery Award was $5,500,000. Of that
one million went to Newfoundland, leaving
$4,500,000 for the four Maritime Pro-
vinces in Confederation. Set apart
$900,000 for Quehec, and we have then
$3,600,000 for New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, and Prince Edward Island, which
divided over a period of twelve years
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would give to those Provinces $300,000 a
year. As it is in the Treasury of the
Dominion it should bear interest. Inter-
est on $300,000 at 6 per cent., one
year—$18,000 ; so that in the year 1880,
the three lesser Provinces would have
from this fund, to divide amongst them
$318,000. Allowing their population to
be 750,000 it would give us 424 cents per
head. 1In 1881 we would have two years
interest on the mext $300,000, making
$336,000 to be divided in 1882, which
would give us 45 cents per head.
It would increase 2} cents per head per
annum for the twelve years, making an
average per capita during those years of
56 cents per head, and would pay more
than two-thirds of the 80 cents subsidy
we now receive from the Dominion. I
am inclined to think, however, we will
not reeeive any portion of that Award.
I have seen no evidence yet that we may
expect it. I trust the hon. gentlemen
now managing affairs will feel it to be
their duty to do something for the fishing
industry, that has contributed so much to
the Treasury. New Brunswick is to-day
in the most humiliating pasition,and is suf-
fering the greatest commercial depression
which has prevailed in that Province
since the hon. the Finance Minister took
charge of itsfinaices twenty-five yearsago.
Although the electors were warned of
the consequences of this policy, and sent
here twelve men out of the sixteen to
oppose it, we find ourselves powerless to do
anything for our Province. Indeed our
political humiliation is even greater than
our commercial humiliation. The predic-
tions of my hon. friend, with regard to the
balance of power that we would exercise
in the Confederation, have not been
verified. He told us in his speeches on
this question, that in all moral questions
we would have Ontario with us, and on
all matters of fiscal ~policy, matters of
trade, we would have Quebec and the
Lower Provinces with us, and, therefore,
we would always have the controlling
power. But how do we find ourselves
now ! We find ourselves in a hopeless
minority, with very little support from
the other Maritime Provinces. We did
not dream, when we entered Confedera-
tion, that our tax per head would, in so
short a time, be raised from $2.75 to
$6 a head. In aspeech madein 1864, my
hon. friend said :

‘It has been said that figures never lie ; but
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if you start on an erroneous basis, you make | creased taxation that goods are cheaper

figures do as much lying as any thing else.”
Again :

“Mr. Lawrence says we cannot compete
with Canada in manufactures, Mr. Lawrence
tried to lead the manufacturers of New Bruns-
wick to believe that they could not compete
with Canada. I gave you the impression that
you would manufacture a great deal for Canada,
and be, as it were, to 1t what Birmingham
{s to the west of England. In short, I feel that
Mr. Lawrence’s calculations, from end to end,
are the emanations of a mind which is im-
pressed with the insignificance of our people.
Mr. Parks, the owner of our cotton factory,
has, through a friend, authorised me to say
that, if he had the extended market that would
be made by this Federation, he could sell at 10
per cent less than he can at present.”

The hon. the Minister of Finance told
them then they had every facility for
manufacturing. Mr. Lawrence told them
that such would not be the cabe ;in
Canada they had the population, the
capital, and manufactories alréady in
operation, and that New Brunswick
could not compete. Since Confederation,
has the Intercolonial been seen freighted
with manufactured goods coming up to
Canada? Have commercial agents been
seen looking for a market for New
Brunswick manufactures? Quite the
opposite. Canadian goods have been go-
ing to New Brunswick, both to the
injury of our importers and manufacturers;
and runners from Canada have infested
every hole and corner of the Lower Pro-
vinces. Mr, Lawrence was the fool be-
fore Confederation ; who is the fool now ?
The cotton manufactory was established

twenty years ago, and has been enlarged

since. Mr, Parks has been manafactur-
ing goods ever since, and that establish-
ment is not due to the National Policy.
I am satisfied Mr. Parks will not send
any cotton into Canada. I fancy I can
see one distressed manufacturer, the hon.
member for Centre Toronto. I fancy I
can see him going over to the hon.
the Finance Minister and begging for
some protection in order that he might
continue his manufacturing. He got
that protection, and that is the reason for
his leaving the Liberal party. In order
to help that hon. gentleman, worth
$500,000, every poor man who wants &
table or a chair has to pay more for his
furniture. Have the masses of the peo-
ple no claims upon the Government?
We are told thal notwithstanding this in-

Mgr. GirLMOR.

than they were before the National Policy
was adopted. The idea is a new one that
taxation makes goods cheaper. Hon.
gentlemen must think the people are very
stupid to believe any such assertion. The
predictions of my hon. friend the Minister
of Finance are never realized. When he
was told that the Federal Government
would be expensive he said, $13,000,000
aunually would be all that would be re-
quired to carry. on the affuirs of the
country for a quarter of a century.
I would not intimate that the hon.
gentleman would for a moment state
what was not correct, he would not lie I
am sure, but he has told us that figures
will, and, Mr. Speaker, so far as the
figures are concerned, I pronounce this a
“whopper.” He told us that $2.75
would be all that would be required tor a
quarter of a century to come. That state-
ment, in view of the actual facts, I am
tempted to describe as a “ whopper.”
He stated that so great would be the in-
crease of population, as the result of build-
ing the railroad that, in 1880, the popu-
Jation of New Brunswick would* be
400,600. The hon. gentleman never states
what is correct, and, so far as figures are
concerned, that is another ‘ whopper.”
He stated thet the Intercolonial would
go  through the centre of the
Province and cost $15,000,000. It
has not gone through the centre of
the Province, and it has cost about
$30,000,000; that is another “ whopper.”
I could produce hundreds of calculations
madeby the hon. the Finance Minister toin-
duce us to enter Confederation, which cal-
culations he could prove to a demonstra-
tion, yet none of which have come true.
Now,Iamsure, noone canimaginethatthat
hon. gentleman would deviate from the
path of rectitude and truth; but if the
Scriptures are true, where it says that the
liars have their place in the lake that
burps with fire and brimstone, I pity that
hon. gentleman’s figures ; and if the liars
are to be cast into outer darkness, where
there is weeping and wailing and gnash-
ing of teeth, salt cannot save these
figures. David and Jonathan were not
more closely allied than were the hon.
gentleman and these figures, yet the best
of friends must part. I listened at-=
tentively to the hon. the Minister of Rail-
ways, while delivering his speech, power-
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ful it certainly was, and well calculated
to rally his supporters. I thought, while
he was speaking, of Vesuvius, and ex-
pected, with the rest of my friends, to be
buried with the lava. I thought of a
flaming fire, & rushing, mighty wind, and
an earthquake, and I thought of a very
essential element which was not in the
speech atall. As the interests of trade
are identical in the three Maritime Pro-
vinces, I am sure the National Policy has
been as injurious to Nova Scotia as to New
Brunswick., I see that the Government
have sent $1,000 worth of tood to the
starving fishermen of Guysboro. The Na-
tional Policy has not done much for them.,
T am anxious to hear the representative
of that county (Mr. Ogden) expatiate
on the beauties of the National Policy.
The contrast between the beaming face of
that hon. member, whose eyes stand out
with fatness, who has more than heart
can wish, and the hungry, gaunt forms
of his emaciated constituents is great
indeed. The National Policy has
Lelped them with a vengeance. 1
understand the Government propose this
as a loan. I trust it will be considered as
a gift. They have helped the poor of
Ireland, why not the poor of Guyshoro’,
who, to some extent, have been made so
by their National Policy ¢ I was amused
at the changes which came over the coun-
tenance of the hon. the Minister of Rail-
ways during the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Annapolis on the British Columbia
Judges’ Bill. When he found his hon.
colleague was disposed to rat on that vote,
he fairly trembled—
“ For Satan trembles when he sees
The weakest saint upon his knees.”

I hope the hon. member will not prove a
weak saint—but that the seed has fallen in
good and honest soil and will bring forth
much fruit. My Leart warmed towards
him, and I felt like giving him the hand
of fellowship and welcome him to our sor-
rows just now and our joys threv years
hence.

Mgr. KILLAM moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : No.
It 15 necessary to go into Committee on
the resolutions submitted.

Mg, KILLAM: It would be unfair to
proceed at this late hour. There are
several hon. members of the Opposition
who desire to speak upon the subject.
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Mg. MACKENZIE : 1t is not mneces-
sary to go into Committee now.

Sik JOHN A, MACDONALD: With
our usual good nature we will consent to
adjourn the debate.

House adjourned at
Fifteen minutes after
One o’elock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Wednesday, 7th Aprid, 1880.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

PRAYERS.

QUEEN'S BIRTHDAYQUEBEC CELE-
BRATION.
QUESTION.

Mr.DOMVILLEenquired, Whether the
Montreal Volunteers will be permitted to
go to the city of Quebec to take part in the
next celebration of the Queen’s Birthday,
and what assistance they are to receive
from the Government to enable them to
do so ; whether the 54th Battalion of In-
fantry and the Richmond Field Battery
of Artillery, nearly ene hundred miles
nearer to the city of Quebec than the
Montreal Volunteers are, and in every
way equal to the Montreal Volunteers,
will be permitted to go upon the same
terms as to Government assistance ; and
if not, whether the Governinent will assist
the HEastern Townships’ Volunteers to
meet at Richmond to celebrate the Queen’s
Birthday.

Six JOHN A. MACDONALD:
The Montreal Volunteers are to ge to
Quebee to attend the review ; two bat-
talions and a battery of artillery. One
battalion will be taken from the Eastern
Townships, number of battalion not yet
fixed ; one from the Province of New
Brunswick, not yet fixed ; also one from
Ontario, not yet fixed. An allowance
towards covering the expenses of each
battalion attenling the review will be
made.

MAIL CONTRACT IN LEVIS:
QUESTION.

Mr. LARUE enquired, For what
reason the Government cancelled the con-
tract for the carriage of Her Majesty’s
Mail between Lévis and St. Joseph de
Beauce, and intermediate stations,
awarded to Laurent Roy, of Lévis, on the
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1st August, 1878, and which was tc ex-
pire only on the Ist August, 1882.

Mz. LANGEVIN : This contract was
cancelled because it had been granted
without having been advertised, asrequired
by law. Nevertheless, it appears that the
only person who has received menay fer
the service menticned in this contract is
Mr. Roy himself.

EMIGRATION OF BRITISH TENANT
FARMERS.

QUESTION.

Mr. STEPHENSON enquired, Whe-
ther it is the intention of the Government
to appoint speeial agents for the purpose
of promoting the emigration of tenant
farmers, or others, resident in Great
Britain or Ireland, to the Dominion of
Canada, during the present year; and if
not, why?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: The
Government have their ordinary and
regular staff of emigrant agents in the
0Old Country, and they do not propose to
appoint any special agents.

NEW BRUNSWICK—INTERNATIONAL
BRIDGES OVER RIVER ST. JOHN.
' QUESTION.

Mr. COSTIGAN asked, If the Con-
gress of the United States appropriate
one-half of the estimated zost of certain
proposed International bridges over the
river Saint John, N. B., will the Govern-
ment of Canada provide the remaining
half of said estimated cost?

Mr. LANGEVIN: If the United
States Congress will offer to pay one-half
of the eost of certain proposed bridges
over the St. John River, the Government
of Canada will be prepared to consider
the matter.

ST. MAURICE RIVER IMPROVEMENT.

QUESTION.

Mzr. MONTPLAISIR enquired, Whe-
ther itis the intention of the Government
to place in the Supplementary Estimates
any suin whatever for the improvement of
the river 8t. Maurice, more particularly
between the Piles Falls and -La Tuque.

MR. LANGEVIN : The engineer who
who has been sent to make an inspection
has not yet reported; and the Depart-

®nent is unable, therefore, to say whether
a sum of money will be required for im-
provements. Under these circumstances’
I am unable to submit to my colleagues,

Mgz. LiaNGEVIN.
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and they are unable to submit to Parlia-
ment, any proposal in reference to any
such improvements, at all events during
this Session.

OTTAWA RIVER FISHING PRIVILEGES.
MOTION FOR RETURN.

Mr, COCKBURN (West Northum-
berland), in moving for an Order of the
House for the production of copies
of all grants, leases, and agreements
made between the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, or any of its effi-
cers, and any persons owning or possess-
ing lands, bays and marshes, or portions
thereof, lying on the north side of the
Ottawa river, between the city of Ottawa
and Grenville ; also, full and complete
statements of all moneys paid by the
Department, during the last thrée years,
for or in respect of fish-breeding or game
protection, on those grounds, bays and
marshes, or any of them, and the names of
persons to whom paid ; also, copies of all
instructions given to members of the
Dominion Police, or officers of the Depart-
ment, touehing game and game protec-
tion ; also, copies of all correspondence
touching game protection on said grounds,
bays, or marshes, and copies of all com-
plaints in respect of the same; and, also,
a copy of a circular dated on or about the
15th December last, issued by the said
Department to fishery overseers, in refer-
ence to game protection, together with
copies of all objections or complaints
made concerning the enforcement of the
Provincial Game Laws by Dominion offi-
cials, acting under instructions from the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, raid:
T desire to state briefly the grounds upon
which this motion is made. A number
of persons in this city, and in the neigh-

‘bouring counties, have felt that a very

grave abuse has existed for the last two
years or more. It is well known that
this Parliament and Government have:
no concern in the matter of game protec-
tion. That is a subject which, under the
British North America Act rests entirely
with the Local Parliaments and Govern-
ments. During the last two years, how-
ever, persons engaged in legitimate sport
on this river, and in the neighbouring
marshes, have found that the Dominion
Police have been employed t¢ warnthem off.
A great many persons in the eity, as wellas
those living in the neighbouwrhood—arti-
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sans of the little villages, and farmers and
farmers’ sons—felt that they were being
deprived harshly, unjustly and illegally of
a pastime they had hitherto enjoyed with-
outlet or hindrance. It was found, upon
making enquiry, that those policemen,
who sometimes acted in an arbitrary,
high-handed way, going so tar as to
threaten arrests, and in one or two in-
stances actually making arrests, were
employed under the autherity of the
Fishery Department, and under the ex-
press orders of the Commissioner of Fish-
ertes, Mr. Whitcher. The case of two
gentlemen being thus interfered with,
came prominently up last September, and
they requested me, as a public man, to
interest myself in the gquestion. I told
them there must be a great mistake-—that
it was impossible to conceive that the De-

partment of Marine and Fisheries
should meddle with the question
of game  protection in this or
any other meighbourhood ; but I

was assured that such was the fact.
I wrote a letter to the Department,
couched in ceurteous terms, and asked if
it were possible that those police officers
had authority from the Department to
warn off and prevent persons from enjoy-
ing their lawful sport on the marshes and
bays of this river; but I could not get
any satisfaction. I received several long
letters from the Commissioner on the
subject of game protection, couched in
vague generalities and avoiding the ques-
tion, which I putas pertinently as I could,
i.e., whether those officers were employed
for the purpose of preserving game on
this river? At last I got one letter, from
which I will read an extract. The cor-
respondence was so very voluminous that
I will not trespass upon the time of the
House by reading the whole of it. Mr.
Whitcher says, under date of the 9th
September last :

‘“ Allow me to state that I shall always
cheerfully aftord you, or any other gentleman,
whatever information on this subject it may be
thought proper to ask. At the same time,
permit me to mention, that the class of persons
irom whom damage is always to be apprehended
in a locality within easy reach of a populous
city, like Oftawa, must necessarily be ex-
cluded by rigid means from all opportunities
to do injury, although it may happen that
the general and absolute terms of exclusion
bear with some degree of hardship on others
whose presence is not only innocent, but
desirable on account of the moral and intelli-
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gent support, which every enterprise for the
protection and propagation of game, fishes
(and iocidentally birds), it is most essential
to secure, as a countervaling inflaence to that
aggressive spirit evinced by parties who com-
plain that the restraints of Game and Fishery
Laws infringe the public liberty to kill and
destroy game at all seasons.” .

Now, here we have a position taken by
this Department, not wmevely to protect
gowe generally, because I do not think
gportsmen would object to that, even if it
had been donc by an illegal extension
of authority. Thereis no question raised
as to the protection of gawe during the
close season, but there was an attempt
made to prevent certain classes of persons
from shooting at all seasons of the year
on this river. This action of the Depart-
ment 18 ceriamly the assumption of an-
authority of a very cbnoxious kind; it is
a game law of a most offensive character.
But it turned out that there was a great
deal more in the thing than this. It was
not merely the protection of game, in
making the river a place of refuge for all
the birds of the air, it was the protec-
tion of game for the private use of a gen-
tleman and his particular friends. That
is what this protection of game revulted
in, It wasnot a general protection of
game, but the protection of a selfish and
isolated interest, at the expense of the
whole community ; and that was being
done, not at the expense of those gentle-
men, but it was being done at the ex-
pense of the public, and by the employ-,
ment of the Dominion Police, who, in
their uniforms and bright buttons, were
ranged along the edge of the river, to
warn away all the yoang men from this

city, and all the artisans, Auditants
and farmers on the river side. It
grew to be a very great abuse,
and was felt to be such. I

addressed, then, when I found I could
not get anything more satisfactory than
those goneral statements, one of which I
have just read, a letter to the hon. the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, in
which I formulated a charge. The letter
is dated 29th Sept., 1879, and reads
thus :—

““DEAR PIR,—I beg to rall your attention
to a correspondence which has just taken place
between Mr. Whitcher of your Department
and myself.

““I bave aright to complain that this gentle-
man has (although he has gemerously given me
at considerable length his personal views on the
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protection of birds, game and fish—a subject on
which I did not desire any information)
entirely evaded answering the simple question
which I proposed. I will put the case as
clearly and coucisely as possible.

¢ It appears that Mr. Whitcher, while acting
for the Department in certain fish-breeding
arrangements on the Ottawa river, acquired
a personal interest in certain bays and marshes
for the purpcse of shooting game (I assume
this to be the fact, partly from his own words
and partly from other information), and that
under his orders the policemen, or officers em-
ployed for the protection of the fish-breeding
operations, have acted as his special game-
keepers and personal servants; and that they
recently ordered from off certain of the marshes
(not even within the limits of the lands held by
the Departmnent, as I am informed) certain
gentlemen of this city who were merely en-
gaged in the lawful sport of snipe shooting,
and who were not in any way interfering
with fish-breeding, a process which, I believe,
cannot be prosecuted where men can walk and
where fish cannot swim.

“ The impropriety of this proceeding must be
obvious, as though the Dominion Government
may, I shall assume, lease lands to the water’,
edge, and also the bavs and water courses
thereto belonging, for fish-breeding purposess
it can bhave nothing to do with the question of
game protection, which is a matter of Pro-
vincial concern only. The fact, besides, of
Domunion officers being employed under a color
of public duty of a totally different kind, in
protecting the game preserves of individuals,
whether under a joiot or separate arrangement
as to the relative share of compensation which
is apparently the defence put forward by Mr.
‘Whiteher is, to say the least, a highly objec-
tionable and novel feature in Departmental
administration. .

I simply call your attention to this corres-
pondence with the desire of clearly under-
standing if the practice is sanctioned by you as
the head of the Department.

T am, dear Sir,
““ Yours truly,
“ JAMES COCKBURN.”

I received no reply to thisletter for a con-
siderable time, but I acquit the Min-
ister, personally, of any complaint in that
respect : there were reasons of a private
character for the delay, and I certainly
do not, nor did I ever intend to attach
any importance to that. It was the de-
lay in sending me the report, or, rather,
the misiake in permitting any such
report which I have reason to complain
of. Mr. Whitcher shortly afterwards
issued a circular, a part of which I
will also read, as showing, clearly the
pretence put forward by the Department.
He says, addressing the Fishery Officers,
under date of the 15th of December,
1879 :

Mz. ConKBuaN.
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“Jt is known that many of the Fishery
Officers have regarded it as somewhat onerous
for them thus incidentally to enforce the Game
Laws, without receiving any extra allowance
for either salary or expeoses ; but this Depart-
ment has felt justified in doing se, from an
official point of view, because of the practical

~assistance which it afforded to their regular

duties. We have been, nevertheless, grateful
to these Fishery Officers who have so spiritedly
and efficiently exercised their powers without
any remuneration therefor, actuated solely by
a desire to preserve the valuable game of the
country, which, without some such active in-
terest and authorised supervision, would have
been now very much decreased, if not in many
parts almost exterminated.”

‘We have this circular issuing from the
Department, and the full, complete con-
trol of the game not only justified, but
asserted in the most formal terms, and
the employment of those officers in the
protection of the game justified. I
received a letter from the DMMinister
of Marine and Fisheries, shortly after this
circular was issued, which certainly sur-
prised me very much. It contained, to
some extent, an excuse for the action of
the officers, and was also, to some extent,
a hauling down of the colours that had
been flaunted by the officers of the IDe-

| partment; and it contained, besides, a re-

port by Mr. Whitcher, to which I take
special exception. The gravamen of this
‘offence is, that the case we submitted to
the Minister, which I have just read
in the letter of 29th September, having
been by him referred to Mr. Whitcherfor
his report, that officer does not confine
himself to a justification of his illegal
act as he should have done; but he
proceeds to inquire into the motives of
the member who had brought this subject
before his Department—a course which, I
take it, no hon. member of the House will
for a moment approve of. 1 will read my
letter to the Minister, dated January
20th, 1880, which contains an -extract
from the objectionable report and my ve-
marks thereon :—

¢ OTTAWA, January 20th, 1880.

¢ Sir,—I have the honour to ackrowledge
your letter (received only to-day) under date of

17th  inst., being a reply to a let.
ter addressed by me to you of 29th
September last, and alse a copy of

an official report by Mr. Whitcher of 1st
October, this being the first intimation I have
had of any such report.

¢ The correspondence which took place prior
to the 29th September with Mr. Whitcher,
speaks for itself, and I prefer to refer you
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to that, rather than to Mr. Whitcher's errone-
ous comments upon it. The letter of 29th Sep-
tember, however, formulated certain charges
against  this gentleman  which  rce
mains unanswered to this hour. His lorg
arguments about the propriety of game
protection and the desire whiech he states is
entertained (notwithstanding the British North
America Act to the contrary) by some persons
—uames unknown—that the Dominion Govern-
ment should assume this charge in conuection
with fish-breeding, are all quite beside the
questions raised in that letter.

““ ¢ Game Protection’is properly limited to
the close or breeding s=ason, but all this cor-
respondence points to something very different
—to the preservation of game, for private use,
during the open season, by the employment ef
Dominion Police officers, and that for the
benefit of a certain person whe claims that he
has a perfect rnght to do this, either at his own
expense, or at the expense of the public, or at
the joint expense of himself and the Depart-
ment (the question of cost being of course un-
important in his view), and all this is te be
done under the false pretence of fish-breeding.

““ Every word of my letter of the 29th Sep-
tember I maintain ; and every charge therein
contained will be amply supperted.

¢ But Mr. Whitcher to whom, I am now in-
formed, my letter was referred for report, in-
stead of confining himself to the charges pre-
ferred against himself, and answering them if
it was in his power to do so, has attempted to
avoid the issues by invoking other, and totally
foreign subjects for consideration. I will quote
his own words : ‘ Knowing of the threatened
law-suit by Mr. Cockburn’s clients, I was the
more cautious in answering his enquiries ; and
it now seems to me that it is not because, as
he pretends, the proper information was with-
held, but because he did not elicit such replies
as would commit either the Department, a
policeman, or myself, and afford some
toundation for the intended suit, The spiteful
attack on myself, made in his present letter
(No.5) is probably as much in revenge for failing
to commit me in the interest of his client as for
a previons act connected with the dismissal of
his brother-in.law by your predecessor, for
which vr. Cockburn hasunjustly blamed me and
openly avowed his intention to annoy or injure
nie. I am justified in supposing this, as Mr.
Cockburn mixes the trivial subject of his former
letters, which he says consisted of a simple
question with new matter of a malicious kind,
and thereby discloses his motive and the
plausible tenor of his correspondence.’

““ Let me say, Sir, that there is not one word
of truth in these idle and absurd imaginings. I
wrote your Deypartment in my publie capacity
as a member of Parliament, in the public in-
terest, and to protect the sportsmen of this city
and neighbourhood against the contimuation of

an abuse. I was mnever asked profession-
ally or otherwise to prosecute Mr.
Whitcher nor any one else, nor

had I any such intention ; and I have fur-
ther to say that I never had the distinguished
honour of having a Erother-in-law in Mr.
Whitcher's Department, nor indeed any other
relation by blood or kindred in amy of the
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Departments of the Civil Service. The whole
story is either a wicked invention or a singular
hallucination. .

T observe, with satisfaction, by the conclud-
ing words of your letter to me, that the practice
of empleying Dominion officers, in connection
with game protection, is hereafter to be discon-
tinued ; so far good, it would have been better,
howerver, had this been conceded at first, as it
might possibly have saved the reputation of an
official whose pen has been proved to be prolific
of blunders and absurdities.

* * * *

1 am, Sir,
¢ Your obedient servani,

(Signed,) “JAMES COCKBURN.

‘¢ The Hon. J. C. Pope,
¢ Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
“ Ottawa.”

I have again to say that, when a public
officer, in any Department, ventures to
go outside of his duty, and to enquire
into and criticise the motives of a niem-
ber of Parliament in bringing a charge
against his Department, he is doing that
which, I trust, this House will never
sanction. The mischief of such a preten-
siop must be evideut. Perhaps there isa
moral lessonin it, for it comes home to all
in this Chamber. The gentleman says he
has a perfect right to employ these police-
men in any one part of his domain, be-
cause, he says, he has private interests,
and he has a right to supplement the ser-
vices of the policemen by giving them
some pay for the performance of those
services, although they are connected
with the protection of fish. In one paper
(the circular) he ignores that view of the
case, and says these officers have the duty
to perform, and no remuneration at all.
Poor fellows! They have been working
for the public, in the interest of game
protection, and they have the reward of
knowing that they have been doing their
duty free of any kind of remuneration.
But now he says, in this report of the 1st
of October :

¢ If I choose, or any other person chooses, to
employ a policeman, or fishery officer, to work
for me, at my own expense, there is nothing
objectionable aboutit. * * * *  There
is certsinly mo novelty about the practice.
Even clerks in the House of Commons, the
Seuate, and other public officers sometimes
assist members and Ministers, who have pro-
feasional or domestic affairs to conduct. No-
body thinks of seriously questioning the use of
time, fuel, light, office accommodation, sta-
tionery, etc., etc.—incidents to this custom.
There is an’honourable understanding of the
distinction between using and abusing such
common privileges.”
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So we have Mr. Whitcher catching at
what takes place in this Chamber and
also im the Depariinents, putting himself
on a level with Ministers and mem-
bers, and saying that, because these
things are tolerated there, he is, there-
fore, to be at libetty to employ the
Dominion Police in the protection of his
private interests, as the possessor of cer-
tain sporting privileges on this river. In
conclusion, I have to say that this matter
has been made the subject of a good deal
of newspaper criticism and correspon-
dence. There has been some party
feeling about it, and I have no doubt an
effort has been made in this Hcuse to
canvass the question with members and to
raise, if possible, a prejudice against this
motion, which, however, is made entirely
for the reasons I have given. I have
nothing, whatever, to say, for or against
Mr. Whitcher personally. I know very
little about him, and I do in this case as
I would in every other, where I see a
man stepping forward and assuming to
take upon bimself a power and privilege
which will give him a special advantage
and exclude everybody else from the
same. Where such is done and is not
backed up by the authority of law, I will
be always one to protest against it. I beg
now, Mr. Speaker, to submit this motion
for the papers.

Mzr. WRIGHT : Thave much pleasure
in seconding the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for West Northumberland.  During
the past autumn, my attention had been
called, through the public press, to the
condition of things which existed in the
county of Ottawa, in connection with this
matter. On the 19th of November, 1879,
an article appeared in the Aylmer Zmes,
a paper published in the county of
Ottawa, in which the following statement
was made :

¢“ Some three or four of our people left, some
<ays 220, to pass a few days fishing and shoot-
ing in the township of Lochaber, some thirty
miles north-west of this village. After spend-
ing a few days tranquilly, they were visited,
on Thursday Iast, by a fishing detective from
Ottawa ; but, fortunately for them. he found
nothing in their possession to incriminate
them. They confiscated two or three old nets,
the property of a settler on the lake. Mow
is this? Any number of gentlemen from
Ottawz, many of them connected with the
Fishery Department, can go where they please,
and no attention is paid to them ; but let a
vesident of the county go eut into the
northern wilds and he is dogged by a Govern-

Mr. CoCKBURN.
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ment detective. Along the front of this
township (Buckingham), is also a Goveroment
reserve, both for fish and fowl. About a
month ago, some of our sportsmen went down
te the bays that extend along the whole breadth
of this township, when they were met by a
Dominion policeman, and informed that they
would not be allowed to shoot, as the whole of
the bay was under the Government. Never-
theless, week after week. parties ir m Ottawa
come dewn and shoot without let or hindrance,
under the eyes of one of the heads of the
Department of Fishery and Fowls. This thing
has gone far enough. It is the duty of our
member, Mr. Alonzo Wright, tc see that equal
justice will be meeted sut te us, and that his
own constituents, at least, have an equal richt
with others ; and that when a license is applied
for to fish in our lakes, and the law complied
with, that the same may be granted, on the
payment of the legal fee, and no favour
shown.”

It must be evident that such an appeal
from my -constituents could not he made
in vain.  Accordingly, I made the most
carveful enquiry into the truth of the
statements made in the letter, and T am
satisfied of its substantial correctness.
Representations have been also mude to
me by many of my constituents, which
convinced me that they have been illegally,
unjustly and unfairly dealt with. Capt.
Archibald McNaughton, an old friend of
my own, and a gentleman whose respecta-
bility and veracity cannot be questioned,
corroborates all these statements. I have
in my possession a letter written by Mr.
Joseph Riopelle, in which he states that
he thought he had some rights as n Cana-
dian, but is now satisfied that a Canadian
has no rights which a fishery officer is
bound to respect. He states that he was
driven from these grounds by a Dominion
policeman, in amost insolent and oifensive
manner. Now, Sir, I agree with the
gentleman who wrote to the Aylmer
Tames, that this has gone far enough, and
that such illegal interference with the
rights and privileges of my constituents
can no longer be tolerated, and that the
insolence of these officials shall be
promptly rebuked by theirsuperiors. We
all thought that the functions of the De-
partment were accurately defined by the
name Marine and Fisheries, but it appears
that they claim dominion, not ounly over
the waters and the fish therein, but like-
wise the fowls of the air, and the fere
nature, the animals of the forest. Their
motto should be : “ Per mare per terram.”
This is not the first time I bave had to
complain of the insolence and arrogance
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of Dominion officials. During the late
reyime my constituents were most wan-
tonly outraged by the Inspector of
‘Weights and Measures, who treated them
as though they were the inhabitants
of a conquered country, confiscating
their weights and measures in a
most tyrannical and offensive manner.
Representations to that effect were made
to me by the late lamented Col. Pritchard,
of Wakefield, Messrs. C. Devlin and
Prentiss, of Aylmer, and most of the lead-
ing merchants of the coynty. I did all in
my power to obtain redress for them but
unhappily witheut effect. I hope that,
in the future, nothing of this kind will
occur. It may be said, that thisis a small
matter, and unworthy of the attention of
this House and the ceuntry. But I
maintain, that any matter that affects the
rights, privileges, and liberties of my con-
stituents, or any portion of the Canadian
people, isnot too small to engage the at-
tention of the members of a free Parlia-
ment. The thirty shillings, which Hamp-
den was called on to pay as his share of the
ship money, was a small 1natter; but it
was the principle which troubled him. To
use his own words, he could lend his
money as well as another, but he feared
the curse invoked in Magna Charta, on
anyone who should palter with the cights
and privileges and liberties of the Eng-
lish people ; and so, for this thirty shil-
lings, for the principle involved in this
payment, he threw himself across the
pathway of a despotic monarch, of a
haughty aristocracy, of the minions of a

court, and f{cheerfully gave his life
for the rights and liberties of
‘the land  he loved so  well.
And so I, too, fear the curse in-

voked on all hon. members of Parliament
who shall palter with the rights, privi-
leges, and liberties of their constituents.
A curious custom prevails in the English
Channel Islands, called the clameur de
haro. It was ordained by Duke Rollo of
Normandy, that if any of his subjects
were wronged they might appeal to him
and his successors for all time to come,
until the final judgment day. Mr. Free-
man tells us, in his history of the Norman
Congquest of England, that when William
the Conqueror was carried to his rest in
the great Abbey of Caen, a Norman
Khnight, Ascelin by name, barred the
pathway of the procession, and claimed

I d
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that he had been unjustly deprived of
the land on which the Abbey had been
built, and at the grave in which the Con-
queror was to be laid he made his appeal
to Rolle. And these fierce Normans, who
had stormed the heights of Hastings, and
slaughtered King Harold and his fighting
men, and conguered broad England,
halted before the open grave, and the ap-
peal to Rollo was heard, and the wrong
was righted, before the stark King could
be laid to hisrest. And to-day, in the
English Channel [slands, if a subject of
Duke Rollo is wronged, he calls on his
Prince foraid and succour, and his cry goes
up through the dim centuries, and the
Prince hears his cry, and comes to his
rescue, and though his followers were
down in the press of battle, and his suc-
cessor the Queen of England, rights the
wrong done to the subject of Duke Rollo,
and so we trust it will be in every Eng-
lish land until the final judgment day.
And so my constituents heing wronged,
appeal to this Parliament, which repre-
sents all the traditions and privileges of
the English Parliament from the begin-
ning to the present day. It is this prin-
ciple of justice, of liberty, and regard for
law which forms the basis of the English
system. It is this principle of liberty
and justice, and equality of all before the
law, which makes us %o differ, as Lord
MacAuley tells us, from the serfs who
crouch beneath the sceptre of Branden-
burgh or Braganza. I was told only the
other day,in a sneering manner, that this
was a small matter and unworthy of the at-
teationof the House, because only s few poor
miserable hunters and fishermen who
were concerned. This was not strictly
true, although I believe that many poor
hunters and fishermen have been wronged,
for my constituents are as substantial
and well to do a body of people as are in
the Dominion ; but if this statement had
been correct, if these people had been
poor and miserable, so much the stronger
the reason why their member should de-
fend them. If they were rich and power-
ful they might defend themsclves. Bat,
Sir, I would say as Touchstone did of
Audrey: She may be a poor thing, but she
is all mine own. It would be a base and
infamous thing in me to desert those, who
have stood to me in storm and sunshine
because they were poor and unable to de-
fend themselves, to allow their rights and
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privileges to be interfered with by officials
whose stipends come from the earnings of

the masses of the people. I recollect well j

the first canvass I made in the forest
county which I have the honour to re-
present, very often we had no town hall
in which to assemble, no roof to shelter
our heads, but in the heart of the
primeval forest, with the tall pines wav-
- ing over our heads, we held our sylvan
gatherings. The impression made on my
mind well never be erased, as I saw the
hardy settlers, the pioneers of civilization,
eome trooping to the place of rendezvous.
They were exiles from many a land, all
the divers elements—English, Irish,
Scotch, French—which make up our
people, and every man had his tale of
wrong, oppression and outrage to relate.
At last the meeting would be organised
and the chairman would announce to me
its decision. He would say, and the state-
ment of one was that of all: We care
not for abstract questions of politics;
with regard to the great questions of the
day, do as you will ; with us the great
struggle is for existence. All we ask of
you is to guide and assist us, and to stand
between us and our oppressors. Well, T
have done so to the best of my ability. In
season, and out of season, I have been
at their service. If they came to my

door at midnight, I was readyto do their ;

bidding. And my reward has been the
faithful and loyal support of as manly and
independent body of constituents as the
sun ever shone upon. But it is not a
pleasant life .to lead to make, day after
day, the everlasting round of the Depart-
ments -without any result—to climb those
awful stairs which Dante describes as the
punishment of politicians, to wait pa-
tiently in the ante-chambers of the great,
to witness the perpetual exaltation of the
creature abovejthe Creator, and to bearthe
insolence of office, such is the everlasting
round to which politiciuns are, doubt-
less, for their sins condemned. It is not
a pleasant task, and no gentleman could
perform it. were it not for the pleading
eyes and wan cheeks which force us to
it.
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also a feeling of great respect for its
auther and creator, the Hon. Peter Mit-
chell, who may be said to have evolved
it from his inner consciousness. And if
we have reaped the rich harvest of the
sea—if we have swept five millions of
American dollars into the Treasury of the
Dominion. The meshes of the nets were
woven and the lines and buoys, by which
that operation was performed laid down,
by the patient perseverance, practical
ability, and statesmanlike sagacity of the
Hon. Peter Mitchell. But my regret is,
that the services which he rendered to
the Dominion have not received a better
reward. But in the political field the
fruition never equals the expectation.
The labourer who sows rarely reapsthe
harvest, and we are told the race 1s not
to the swift, the battle to the strong, or
I

riches to men of understanding.
say this without wishing to de-
rogate in  the slightest  degree,

from the services rendered by the late
Minister of BMarine, in carrying out the
most difficult and delicate negotiations
which resulted so satisfactorily in the
Halifax Award. We have been frequently
told that the Dominion of Canada ranks
fifth among the maritime powers of the
world, and certainly of the Depart-
ment of Marine functions are of a
most important character. The duty is to
look after all our marine affairs, to do for
the toilers of the sea what the hon. the
Minister of Agriculture is supposed to do
for those on the land, guard, aid, and
assist them ; to stud our ironbound coasts
and inland waters with lighthouses and
beacon-lights ; to make the shrill music of
the fog-whistle warn the mariner of his
danger ; to ponder to the passions of the
piscatorial tribes; toincreasethe food supply
of the nation; these are a few of the duties
which devolve on this Department.
Among the ideas which preside over
the development of the human intellect,
that of industry occupies a most im-
portant position, but there are also the
ideas of the good, the true, the beautiful
and the just. If I am permitted,

I did not - wish to take any part in ‘I think I can show that, in addition to

the discussion of this matter, but was | obtaining for us material advantages, the

forced to do so by my constituents, and
sense of public duty. I have the greatest
respect for the Department of Marine
and Fisheries, and for many of the able
officers who compose its staft. I have

MRr. WRIGHT.

Department has conferred on us a genuine
intellectual pleasure. We all recollect
the debates which took place between the
two knightly Chancellors of the Ex.
chequer on the question of finance. We
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know that the finances of a nation are
most important factors and elements of
prosperity, and under the ancien regime,
a good old rule, a simple plea obtained
that they might take who have the power,
and they might keep who can. Xing
John was in the habit of replenishing his
excaequer by extracting the teeth from
the Jawish money-lenders, one by one,
until the requisite number of shekels were
handed over. But the whirligig of time
brings its revenges, and now when the
Hebrew star, financially at least, is lord
of the ascendant, one fears that the de-
scendants of Isaac of York will make us
pay compound interest for all the dental
operations performed on their ancestor.
Lord Macaulay tells us that the rule
which applies to individuals does not
apply to nations; that the course which
in the individual produces calamity, m
the nation produces prosperity. With
regard to the individual, the system of
that eminent economist—the late Wilkins
Micawber undoubtedly obtains, income
£30; expenditure £19.19s.6s., result,
happiness; income, £20, expenditure,
£20.0s.6d.—resultmisery. With regard to
nations there is a grander systemand more
glittering generalisation. Lord Macaulay
assures us that the more a nation gets
into debt, the richer it becomes, and the
Englishman of to-day is better able to
pay the interest of 800,000.000, than the
Englishman of the time of William the
Third was able to pay the interest of
1,000,000. If thisstatement ofhislordship
be correct, it is a most comforting econo-
mical evangel. If the ratio of pros-
perity is that of our debt, we may ask :
‘ Oh, what shall the harvest be.”
English drbt was incurred for foreign
wars and subsides to foreign nations;
the Canadian debt 1is incurred in
developing our material resources—con-
structing a great railway across the Con-
tient, and let us trust solving the great
problem of the Empire by transferring
the surplus population of England, Ire-
land and Scotland to the fertile lands of
the North-West, and the older Provinces,
let us trust that Lord Macaulay’s theory
1s correct, and that a Greater Britain
will be founded on this side of the At-
lantic. T have alluded to the debates
which took place between the two
knightly Chancellors of the Exchequer,

The:
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by Sir Walter Scott of the combat be-
tween Saladin and Ceeur de Leon near
the little well of the desert. The little
well representing the Dominion Trea-
sury, in which we hope the water will
never get low. The fierce Sir Richard
swooped down like an eagle from his
eyrie on the Conservative Ceeur de Leon,
who for forty years had fasted from every-
thing except sin, who for forty had never
tasted what the hon. member from Van-
couver would call a truly British beverage
—horse and man went down before the
infidel knight, and the National Policy
shrieked when good Sir Leonard fell.
But the race is not to the swift—the battle
to the strong, nor the best loans to Liberal
financiers. Many a victory has been
lost through over confidence, and here I
will address myself to the military mem-
bers of this House, and not to lawyers and
laymen who cannot be expected to under-
stand such matters. If stout King
Harold had kept his bold brothers and
bis Kentish axemen within entrenchments
at Simlac, not been lured to the] fatal
pursuit of Eustace of Boulogne, the
Norman’s would have been driven to
their ships, and English history written
in a different manner, and tke descen-
dants of Harold be seated directly, as
they are seated indirectly on the English
Throne. If the Emperor Napoleon had
known of the sunken ditch of Otrain, the
last desperate charge of the Imperial Guard
at Waterloo might not have been made
in vain, flerce Sir Richard desiring to

- obtain possession of the talisinan the

mystical National Policy which had
brought victory to the Conservatives and
defeat to the Liberals, dismounted from
his steed of darkness, and lost tha advan-
tage he had obtained. The stout Sir
Leonard who had gained strength An-
teaus-like from his mother earth, and
partaken of a draught from that crystal
fountain, which for forty years had Leen
his only beverage, retired within the
leafy coverts of finance, where the little
foxes play, and soon emerged therefrom
with the largest loan at the smallest rate
of interest—ithe fatest pullett from his
opponents hen-roost. We all remember
the excitement of Lhese contests, how the
fierce light of the London Stock Exchange
dazzled our eyes, and the mystical mirage
of lapsed balances led to optical and mental

they reminded us of the picture painted _delusions. And so it was with a feeling
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of great pleasure I saw the past and present
Ministers of Marine, like two tall ad-
mirals, nail their colours to the mast, and
hoist the signzal for action.
“ As they drifted on their path,
There was silence deep as death
AnA the boldest held his breath
For a time.’

Like the soldiers ¢f Xencphon we cried,
Thelatta, as we heard the murinur of the
sad sea waves and felt the fresh sea
breeze fanning our heated brows. It was
a contest ot leviathans, a combat of
marine monsters, which a great painter
would have liked to depict. Mr. Green
tells us inhis history of the English people
how the great Armada sailed in slow and
stately and Spanish fashion to the con-
quest of cur English land, and so the late
Minister sailed in stately manner to the
conquest of the present occupant of
the Treasury Benches, but the hardy

Islander, only waited for the word
to spring upon his foe. We all
know the vresult of that contest,

which neednotberepeated. Weofthe rank
and file on both sides of the House, smelt
the battle from afar, and like the Norman
and Breton fishermen, waited quietly for
the waifs and strays which might come to
the shore, without caring for any nice
questions of flatsam or jetsam which
might arise. I think I have proved that
the late Minister of Marire has deserved
well of his country—has brought five
millions of American dollars into the
Treasury of the Dominion. He has
founded a piscatorialaristocracy. Hehas
conferred on us a genuine intellectual
pleasure, and I now proceed to show how
be secured for us a social recognition. A
few years ago Canada was a terra incognita,
a land of outside barbarians in which,
socially speaking,there was much weeping
and wailing and gnashing of teeth. Tothe
average Englishman it was like that heath
on which the weird sisters hailed theThaul
of Cawdor, itwasa “blawsted country.”
It was a country in which many English-
men had made investments in a great
1ailway likely to be of a permanent char-
acter. It was a land of magnificent dis-
tances, of great forests, rushing rivers,
great inland seas, and inhabited by a peo-
ple that never calculated odds, and
fancied they could hold their own against
all-comers, as their fathers did in 1812,
Ii was a land inhabited by people of

‘W=r. WRIGHT,
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diverse nationalities, by many French-
men, who preserved the ancient faith,
gentle courtesy, and chivalrous gallantry
of their Norman and Breton ancestors ; by
many Englishmen, Irishmen and Scotch-
men, who had made for themselves fair
homes in the wilderness, and were ani-
mated by deveted love to their Queen
and undying love for the old lands beyond
the sea. It was a land on which
the people looked on toadies and
flunkeys much as the f{ree Northmen
looked on the creeping and crouching
and crawling things which abased them-
selves before the Byantine Emperors. It
was a land without a literature of its
own, but where the people were satisfied
with the Bible, the Shakespeare, the
Milton, the Bunyan, of their fathers. It
was, with some drawbacks, a beautiful
land waiting, like the statue made by
Pygmalion, to be warmed into life by the
cavesses of its Creator. It was in this
benighted land a new day was about to
dawn, in which a new social evangel
was about to be preached. The late hon.
Minister of Marine had secured for us a
great store of treasure, and founded a
piscatorial aristocracy. He determined
to procure for us social recognition.
Accordingly, he despatched an eminent
official, who combined the graces of a
Chesterfield with the diplomatic talents
of a Tallyrand, as Envoy Ex-
traordinary and Minister Plenipoten-
tiary to the older civilizations. At
first the Canadian Chesterfield was not
as successful as we bad a right to antici-
pate. An eminent statesman, who occu-
pies a high place in the estimation of his-
countrymen, was at that time in England.
Any compliment paid to him would have
been regarded as a compliment paid to the
Canadian people. It is true that we may
mourn his peculiar proclivities, and regret
that we are mnot able to fathom the
mystery of his mystical minorities. We
might regret his roaring speech at Aurora,.
and his unhappy allusion to the inhospi-
tality of British Columbia ; but for all
that, he is a statesman of which any
country might be proud. In the pleni-
tude of his power, the Envoy Extraordi-
nary determined to launch the bark of the
statesman on the social sea; but man

proposes and the Department dis--
poses. In this country—in Canada—
it is the man we consider, and
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not the clothes he wears; the
head, and not the hat which
covers it. In the older countries a dif-

ferent rule obtains, the clothes take pre-
cedence of the man, the hat of the head
which coversit. Forthe firsttime werealise
the full significance of the clothes philo-
sopy, which is propounded by Mr Carlyle
in Sartor Resartus. But one swallow does
not make summer, and one defeat does
not deter a great general. The Envoy
Extraordinary, literally came, saw and
conquered. His success were duly recorded
in the journals of this arctic lumber vil-
lage, to borrow the language of Mr. Gold-
win Smith. As account after account
reached us, those accounts which quickened
the slow pulse of Canadian society, those
accounts told us of breakfasts with
barons, lunches with lords, and delicious

dinners with dukes and duchesses,
we felt that many cubits had
been  added to our Canadian

stature, that at last we had been admitted
to what Mr. Stanley calls the brother-
hood of nations. It might have been
thought, that after all these achivements,
the Department would have been satis-
fied. It had created a navy, replenished
the Treasury,founded a piscatorial aristo-
cracy, and secured for us social recogni-
tion, but the French proverb says
“Tappetit viendrai a mangeant.” Mr.
Buckle tells us, that there is no instance
on record of a nation or’individual having
power without abusing it. The Depart-
ment had the northern part of this con-
tinent on which to work its will, the At-
lantic and Pacific Oceans with' three
marine miles of our coasts in which 1o cast
its nets. All our magnificent inland seas,
in which to promote the passions of the
piscatorial tribes, every river and brook
and rivulet within the Dominion was at
its disposal. It had all the fishes in the
sea, but it must have the fowls of the air
as well. It was like Ahab, who although
he cast his glance over the great expanse
of moorland andmountain which composed
Lis domain, could not keep the gleam of
the grapes in poor Naboth’s vineyard out
of his covetous eyes. One would have
thought that having almost a continent
at their disposal, they might have left the
county of Ottawa alone.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex): After
having listened to the eloquent address of
the hon. member for Ottawa County, who
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has treated us to his classical quotations
and poetical allusions, it must be felt that
it would be a dangerous matter to infringe
upon the dignity which doth hedge about
the “XKing of the Gatineau,” who has
evidently ridden into town en his Pegasus
this morning. With a view, not of con-
troverting anything that has been said,
but rather of bringing out all the papers
necessary to understand this matter of the
enforcement of the Game Laws by the
Marine and Fisheries Department, 1
desire to move, that additional informa-
tion be furnished by adding certain words
to the motion. The hon. member for
Ottawa has wandered very far afield
from the solitary Dominion policeman on
the little bay on the north shore of
Ottawa county, who wasthe cause of all the
trouble. The hon. gentleman’s speech re-
minds one of the lecture of Artemus
Ward on ¢ Africa,” the great feature of
which was, that in a lecture occupying
more than an hour in delivery, no vefer-
ence was made to the dark continent.
In order to put the question more fairly
before the House, I purpose, with your
permission, Mr, Speaker, reading a letter
addressed by the Commissioner of Fish-
eries to the hon. the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. It is as follows i—

¢ DEPARTMENT OF MARINE AND FISHERIES,
“¢Orrawa, 1st Oct., 1789.
¢“MEMORANDUM.

““Tug Hox. J. C. Porg,
“ Minister of Marine and Fisheries.

“In re fnrther letter of Houn. Jas. Cockburn
referred to the undersigned for particulars :—

““Copies of the previous correspondence to
which the Hon. James Cockburn’s® present
letter refers are herewith.

** Mr. Cockburn complains that my replies
are impertinent, officious and evasive. Ire-
spectfully submit them to the hon. Minister’s
judgment, believing them and having intended
them to be courteous, regular and satisfactory,
asis proved by the following summary of the
guestions put and answers given :—

*¢ Letter No. 1 asks if any and what ‘ bays,
lands and marshes ' on themorth shore of the
Ottawa River are reserved from the public.
Also mentions an occurrence in connection
with which it is asked if the same took place
by my order or that of the Department; and
by what authority orlaw two gentlemen were
prevented from shooting near Buckingham
wharf.

¢ Answered, by specifying the limits of re-
serves ; and promising enquiry into the cir-
cumstances of the case mentioned. It was
added the places referred to- conld only be
visited fer sport by consent of owners.
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¢ Letter No. 2 states that this answer does
not convey the information desired, and pute
an eustirely different question relative to a
place which is assumed to be, but is not within
the limits, and is known to be private property ;
and algo asks if any person ¢shooting snipe’
thereon will be turned off by a policeman or
other official of the Department.

‘“ Answered, apologising if the reply failed
to convey the information desired, and adding
that the places to which his notes referred are
not within the limits described. Also explain-
ing at length the necessity for excluding the
geaeral public from places used in connection
with fish-breeding.

¢ Letter No. 3 puts the same questions in a
different shape, applying the enquiry as to
persons shooting snipe ‘on any of the marshes
or bays on the Ottawa river,” being subject
to interference by a Government policeman
or other official under orders of the Depart-
ment.

‘“ Answered, that the rule adopted at all the
fish-breeding places in the Dominion prevented
strangers from using the premises without
authority. Manifestly no answer was needed
as affects any other of the places named, as it
had been already stated in my first letter that
they were private property, and could be used
only by consent of the owners, with whom
public officers (as such) had no connection,
Besides, the shooting was not anywhere con-
trolled by this Department.

‘‘ Letter No. 4 pronounces this civil and
sufficient answer impertinent, and styles my
previous replies officious evasions. They were
written during your absence and in your name ;
this being the ordinary mode of conducting the
office correspondence under official sanetion,
No answer was necessary. Meanwhile the
two gentlemen whose ‘case’ Mr. Cockburn
had in view made their statement and received
explanations. One of themn was satisfied ; the
other said he had consulted Mr. Cockburn and
threatened a law-suit. The instance referred
to proved to have been an entirely private
affair, which occurred some four miles away
from where the Government guardian is located,
aud outside of any reservation, as Mr. Cock-
burn admits. Knowing of the threatened law-
suit by Mr. Cockburn’s client, I was the more
cautious im answering his enquiries ; and it now
seems to me that it is not because, as he pre-
tends, the proper information was withheld,
but because he did not elicit such replies as
would commit either the Departmeat, a police-
man or myself, and afford some foundation for
the intended suit. ?

Mg. COCKBURN (West Northumber-
]'an%) : What i¢ the hon. gentleman read-
ing?

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex) stated
that he desired to justify the conduct of
the official whose conduct had been under
discussion. He read extracts from the
official  correspondence between M.
Whitcher and the head of the Depart-
ment and others upon the subject.

Mr. COCKBURN asked if the hon.
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gentleman was reading from a printed
paper.

Mr. PATTERSON : Yes.

Mr. COCKBURN (West Northumber-
land) : Does the hon, gentleman, to whom
the letter which is now being read was
addressed, know that this official cor-
respondence has been printed by Mr.
‘Whitcher for the use of his friends out-
side of the Department? I think this is
a very irregular course, and one which
should at once be condemned by this
House. The hon. gentleman is reading
from a printed paper, which is a copy of
the one addressed to the Minister.
That paper has been printed by Mr.
Whitcher for private use in this House,
before the motion has been granted and
before the papers have been ordered by
this House to be made public.

Mr. MACKENZIE: This cannot go
any further. If the hon. gentleman is
reading from papers belonging to the
Fishery Department, and which have not
been laid before this House, it is quite
irregular. Weareall as much entitled to
these papers as he is, I ask the right
hon. the First Minister to interfere.

Sz JOHN A. MACDONALD : The
interruption of the hon. member for West
Northumberland (Mr. Cockburn) is quite
irregular. The hon. gentleman who has
the floor was reading some papers ; when
he is through we can judge. We can judge
whether the Department of Marine and
Fisheries has given documents out im-
properly, or for improper publication.
The hon. gentleman can read any paper
he likes. We can judge what it is when
he gets threugh.

Mr. COCKBURN: He has stated
what he isreading.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I understood
him to say so.

Me. PATTERSON : I did not obtain
it from the Department of Marine and
Fisheries.

Mr. COCKBURN : I have asked the
hon. gentleman if he was reading a paper
containing the remarks addressed by Mr.
Whitcher to the hon. the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries; and he has ad-
mitted that he was reading a copy of an
official document, which is one of the
papers I have asked this House to order
to be laid on the Table. It has been
printed, as I am informed, for the use of
the members without the knowledge of his
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chief ; and if that is so it ought not to
be read.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : That
has to come out by-and-bye. The hon.
gentleman is as much & member of this
House as the hon. member for West
Northumberland (Mr. Cockburn); they
stand in exactly the same pcsitions; the
hon. member for West Northumberland
read from papers ; he had a right to read
them, and so has the hon. member for
Essex the same right. The question as
to whether the documents have been
properly or improperly put in print is
another matter.

Mgr. COCKBURN (West Northum-
berland) : I read from a paper which was
addressed to me by the Department and
became my private property the moment
it was mailed to my address; but the
hon. member for Essex (Mr. Patterson) is
reading from the official records of the
flepartment of Marine and Fisheries, and
he has admitted that he is so reading.

Sik JOHN A. MACDONALD: I do
not see why he should not read any docu-
ment, if it is legitimately in his possession.
Let us hear the whole case, and then we
can judge. There is nothing irregular or
improper in what the hon. gentleman has
been doing.

Mz, PATTERSON (Essex): Well,
Sir, the letter which I was reading runs
on as follows:—

“ The spiteful attack un myself, made by his
present letter No. 5, is probably as much in
revenge, for fa'ling to commit me 1n the
interest of his client, as for a previous act con-
nected with the dismissal of the late Fishery
overseer, J. K. Cameron, by your predecessor,
for which Mr. Cockburn has unjustly blamed
me and openly avowed his intention to annoy
orinjure me, I am justified in supposing this
as Mr, Cockburn mixes the trivial subject of
his former letters, which, he says, consisted of a
simple question ; with new matter of a
malicious kind, and thereby discloses his
motive and the plausible tenor of his corres-
pondence.

* The statements now made, and gratuitous
‘1ssumptions advanced, relate chiefly to personal
matters ; and although I might properly decline
to gratify Mr. Cockburn’s desire by giving any
explanation of private affairs, I will giadly do so
in deference to the hon. Minister if so desired.
Such of his remarks, however, as can be
separated from the rest and replied to as public
atter, are noticed as follows :—

“Mr. Cockburn asserts—‘It appears that
Mr. Whitcher, while acting for the Department
1o certain fish-breeding arrangements, on the
U:tawa River, acquired a personal interest in
Certain bays and marshes for the purpose of
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shoeting game (I assume this to be the fact
partly from his own words and partly from
other information) and that under his orders
the policemen or officers employed for the pro-
tection of the fish-breeding operations have
acted as his special game-keepers and personal
servants, and that they recently ordered
from off certain of the marshes (not even

within the limits of the lands held by
the Department, as I am informed) cer-
tain gentlemen of this «city who were

merely engaged in the lawful sport of snipe-
shooting, and who were not in any way iuter-
fering with fish-breeding, a process which, 1
; believe, cannot be prosecuted where men can
walk and where fish can swim.’

“1 em})hatically deny that ‘policemen’ or
‘officers’ employed by the Department are
used by me as special game-keepers and person-
al servants—presumably at the public expense,
for that is the only objection there could be
agaiust doing so ; or that any such persons act-
ed in a public capacity as Mr. Cockburn alleges
towards certain gentlemen of this city. This
latter fact has been already explained to the
gentlemen in question. If Ichoose, or any other
person chooses, to employ a policeman or
fishery officer to werk for me at my own
expense, there is mnothing ‘objectionable’
about 1t ; and there is nothing ‘novel,” for the
Department allows salaried fishery ofticers to
act as private guardians on the salmon rivers,
and they are paid therefor by the lessees. Itis
an advantage to the public service, by enabling
this Department to hire eflicient men at salar.
ies. their pay being supplemented by private
contribution. Dominion policemen are also
allowed to act apart from their regular dutiesat
public places, or in business fcr private persons.
Parliamentary and Departmental messengers
notoriously perform many public services for
public men and government officials, as well as
for private citizens, that weuld hardly appeuar
deserring of formal protest hy any public man
of many years’ experience. There is cer-
tainly no novelty about the practice. Even
clerks in the Housec of Commons, the Senate
and other public offices, sometimes assist mem-
bers and Ministers who may have professional
or demestic affairs to conduct. Nobody thinks
of seriously questioning the use of time, fuel,
light, office, accommedations, stationery, etc.,
ete., incident to this custom. There is an hon-
ourable understanding of the distinction be-
tween using and abusing such common privil-
eges. But I claim that by paying for any per-
sonal service rendered to me by fishery con-
stables or policemen (on or off duty) there is no
room for reasonable objection, provided there is
no interference with regular duties for which
they are paid by the publc.

“* Respecting the practice of which Mr. Cock-
burn cowmplains of allowing fishery officers to
enferce the Game Laws, which are under control
of the Provincial Governments, the same objec-
tions weuld apply to the Insectivorous Birds
Act, and to that partof the Sabbath Observance
Statute which relates to fishing on Sundays;
also to the municipal law relating to the ob-
struction and pollution of sireams. Occasion is
taken to mention that formerly the game laws

were cnforced by fishery officers under ocea.
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sional instructions, and endeavours have been
made to have these laws placed under jurisdic-
tion of the Dominion Government. There was
no additional cost, although some extra trouble,
attending this arrangement, and it proved ad-
vantageous to both the fishery and public in-
terests, as the persons who usually frequent the
shooting places for water-fow! are the very
persons who fish illegally, and also shoot fish
in the bays and marshes ; and when they have
no ‘lawful excuse’ for being about these bays
and other localities where fish and game
ahound, itke expense and trouble of keeping
them away is very much lessened. The Pro-
vincial authorities have always materially as-
sisted Dominion officers in enforcing the Fishery
Laws, so that we are every way gainers by the
exchange. In fact the two services are so
peculiarly related that the public interest in
both of them would be greatly prometed by
their combination under uniform authority.
However, if the Minister, in view of the Hon,
Mr, Cockburn’s exception fo the system, thinks
it advisable to instruct the fishery officers in
future to abstain from enforcing the game laws
and other Provincial Acts, it will spare me
consideralle personal trouble and expense, and
relieve all and singular of us from unremuner-
ative and apparently thankless duty.
‘¢ Respectfully,
“W. F. WHITCHER,

¢ Commissioner of Fisheries.”

The result of the correspondence was that
a circular was issued to the Fishery Over-
seers of the Dominion, and this having
been sent to me led me to enquire into
the causes which induced the Department
to issue this circular; and I find in the
course of my enquiries that the Fishery
Overseers have been the only parties act-
ing in the preservation of game. Their
services in that respect have been very
great. I came into possession of the cor-
respondence read to this House, in the
-course of my enquiries. Itis to be re-
gretted that there is a divided authority
and that the game laws are not under
the control of one Department, instead of
being under dissimilar Provincial regu-
lations, so that there could be a due
enforcement of the game laws. In mov-
ing my amendment, I desire to establish
some facts, but before they can be esta-
blished the circular will need to be read ;
however, as the motion will call for the
production of the circular I will not now
trouble the Houss by reading it. It will
be among the papers to be brought down
under this motion, and it will be satis-
factory evidence of the manner in which
the Fishery Overseers have performed
their duties. I therefore move the fol-
lowing amendment :—

MER. PATTERSON.
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That the following words be added at the
end of the said motien :—*¢ including also re-
ports and accounts of Dominion Policemen, or
other officers, employed by the said Depart-
ment in the Provinces of Untario and Quebec
during the same period, explaining what rro-
portion, if any, of the expenses incurred by
them in the service of protecting the Fisheries
relates to the enforcement of any of the Pro-
vincial Statutes affecting hunting and fishing ;
together with a statement showing in what
manner the Provincial authorities may have
co-operated with Dominion officers in en-
forcing the Fishery Laws.”

Mr. MACKENZIE : T wish to call at-
tention to the point I raised just now.
The ground I took was that the hon.
member for Essex could not read from
official papers unless they weve laid upon
the Table of the House. The hon. gen-
tleman disputed that. I am certain I was
sorrect in my contention. I find it laid
down in May, page 320, as follows :—

¢ A Minister is not permitted to read or quote

from any despatch or other state paper unless
he is prepared to layiton the Table * *
The principle is so reasonable that it has not
been contested, and, when the objection is
;‘na’t}e in time, 1t has been generally acquiesced
.
Then cases were cited in the British Par-
liament in 1865, in which this principle
was maintained. A public document
obtained from one of the Departments has
been cited, and it must, therefore, accord-
ing to the rule of Parliament, be laid on
the Table of the House. Early in the
Session, I complained that the hon. mem-
ber who moved the Address was sup-
plied with documents which he used in
the debate and which were not laid upon
the Table as I demanded. This practice
ought to be put a stop to. It places every
member at a disadvantage, except the
hon. Minister or the hon. member to
whom he gives documents of this kind. I,
therefore, claim that this document should
be at once laid on the Table, and ask your
ruling.

Stk JOHN A. MACDONALD:
The hon. gentleman is quite right in
claiming that the document should be laxd
on the Table for the use of hon. members.
The rule is very properly laid down in
May, when he says that no second-hand
evidence can be given, but that the docu-
ments should be produced atonce. But
what T object to is that my hon. friend
(Mr. Patterson) should be interrupted in
the course of the discussion, on the ground
that he was quoting an official document
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which could not be used until it was first
laid upun the Table of the House. That
objection is quite unsupported by the
authority the hon. member (Mr. Mac-
kenzie) read.  Of course, the papers
ought to be produced. In the remarks
I made when I first spoke on
the question, I vindicated the right
of thie hor. member for Essex (Mr. Patter-
scn) to (uote these docuraents. I thought
Lie had quite as much right to use them
as the bon. member for West Northum-
Yerland (Mr. Cockburn) had to use those
he quoted. At the same time, I am
bound to say that a verys strong case has
been made out by ry "hon. friend from
West Northumberland, and I think also,
while the hon. member for Essex had full
right to answer him in such vemarks as
he thought proper to make, that, as far as
the officer himself is concerned, if he
placed the papersin the hands of the hon.
member for Essex, he was guilty of an
act of insubordination, and guilty of gross
disrespect to the hon. Minister in charge
of the Department. I think my hon.
friend (Mr. Pope) will find it his duty to
enquire how a subordirate officer, even
though he may be mixed up directly or
personally in the matter, dare take papers
from his chief’s hands, and place them in
the hands of a member of Parliament. I
think this matter should be fully enquired
into, and, unless the fault is satisfactorily
explained, the officer is worthy of censure.
There is no doubt we have nothing to do
with the preservation of game. Wehave
full charge of all legislation respecting
Navigation and Fisheries, and the duty of
protecting the Fisheries is imposed upon
the Deminion Government; but the
game laws, from the conflict of jurisdic-
tion between the Provinces and the
Dominion, do mnot belong to the
Federal Government, but are altogether
in the hands of the Provincial
authorities.  Therefore, the Department
of Marine and Fisheries, or its
officials have nothing to do with
the jere nature in the various Provinces.
I will also say that it was an ill-advised
and improper act, and ene which ought
not to be countenanced, for anyone to
take away the Dominion Police from their
legitimate duties for the purpose of pro-
tecting the rights of any individual either
a8 to fish or flesh. Those officers have
gPecific duties to perform, and their be-
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coming game keepers or fish inspectors
does not form part of the duties assigned
to them. The Dominion Police are here to
guard the Government’s property and
they are to attend to such duties
as are imposed upon them by the Govern-
ment and the heads of the Departments
with which they ave connected. Ifeel
bound to make. thiese remarks, while at
the same time vindicating the right of
the hon. member for Essex to pro-
ceed with his speech without interruption;
but, having made use of those papers, the
Lon. gentleman is lound, at the request
of an hon. member, to lay them upon the
Table. I will say further thar, if the
suspicion of the hon. member for West
Northumberland 1s well-founded that the
officer has taken official documents and
got them printed and circulated, without
the knowledge of the hon. Minister of the
Department, heis guilty of an act of
insubordination.

Mr. SPEAKER : There is no doubt
that the practice is that, when a member
reads a document, he must be ready to lay
it upon the Table of the House.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I want to see
those documents before the debate pro-
ceeds.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : I will
net ask that it be done, but really the
hon. member for West Northumberland
is boundto lay his papers before the House
as well.

Mzr. PATTERSON (Fssex): The
document I read was part of the docu-
ment read by the hon. member for West
Northumberland, and I ask that he put
his papers before the House.

Mg, COCKBURN : I shall put in" all
mine with the greatest pleasure. But
T think the hon. member had better put
his in, because I will be able to show
that there is a misprint or change in the

paper.

Mr. POPE (Queen’s, P.E.L): 1
have not the slightest objection
to lay before the House every

paper asked for, and all the information
it is possible to give. It appears that
there is a pond down the Ottawa river,
which was purchased in March, 1878,
while the late Government was in power,
for the purpose of breeding fish. A large
quantity of fish has been put into that
pond, and some of the adjoining streams,

which have been leased or purchased, I
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do not know which, but not with my
authority. Officers have been kept down
there to protect those fish. As soon as it
was represented to me that some of the
sportsmen visiting that neighibourhood had
been interfered with, I enquired whether
any instructions had been issued from the
Department to the Fishery officers au-
thorising them to interfere in any way
in the protection of game. 1 was in-
formed thut no such instructions had beén
given. I saw, however, that there was
something in the charge, and I caused
instructions to be issued to the Fishery
officers, informing them that the protec-
tion of game formed no part of their
duty, and forbidding any interference in
that direction for the future. On the
29th  September, I received the hon.
member's letter complaining that some
correspondence had taken place during my
absence between the Commissioner of
Fisheries and himself, and that not
receiving satisfactory explanations from
Mr. Whitcher, he had decided to apply
to me. I at once sent this letter to Mr.
‘Whitcher and asked him for a report.
Two or three days afterwards I was
called away to the deathbed of my brother.
When ILreturned, I found an accumulation
of busiuess awaiting me, and some delay
occurred before the hon. gentleman re-
ceived an answer. I apologised for the
delay, giving the reasons for it, and stated
that positive instractions had been given
to Fishery officers not to interfere in the
future. T do not see why the hon. mem-
ber for Ottawa (Mr. Wright) should com-
plain about any interference with the
fishermen. No complaint or charge has
been made to that effect, and so far as I
know there has been no interference. If
the hon. gentleman has any complaints to
make to the effect that those people have
been improperly treated and deprived of
their rights by officers of the Department,
not a moment will be lost in correcting
the offence, and putting his constituents
on as good a footing as any others in the
Dominion. There are certain regulations
which must be carried out, and I know
the hon. member’s constituents feel it a
hardship to conform to those regulations
at all times, and to abstain from fishing
in the close season. The hon. mem-
ber for West Northumberland seems
to complain of my sending him
Mr. Whitcher’s report. I did it with the

Mz. Porx.
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best feeling in the world; I wanted to
show him what the report was, and,
although some of the language reflected
upon him, I thought it was right he
should see the repoet, With reference
to the printed correspondence, I knew
nothing at all about it. The papsrs were
not issued from the office with my know-
ledge, and 1 therefore repudiate all con-
nection with them. There is no law
authorising Fishery officers to interfere
with the protection of game, and any
such interference was without my know-
ledge or consent.

Mz. WHITE (North Renfrew) : I be-
lieve that, if Mr. Whitcher has over-
stepped the duties appertaining to his
office, he has done go with a desire to
preserve the game in this particular dis-
trict. From my knowledge of the
destruction of game throughout the
Ottawa district, I think it would be
desirable if some arrangement could be
made between the Dominion and Local
Governments of Ontario and Quebec, to
protect the game, under the supervision
of the Fishery Department. 1In this
district, during 1878 and 1879, a
large number of moose and red-deer
were recklessly destroyed out of season.
I merely rose to throw out the suggestion
that, if it were possible to bring about
some arrangement between the Local and
Dominion Governments for the preserva-
tion of game, under the supervision of
the Fishery Overseers, a very desirable
object would be attained.

Mr. COCKBURN (West Northum-
berland) : There seems to be an entire
misapprehension on the part of the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down as to
the objeet of the motion. These proceed-
ings which called it forth have not been
taken in the interest of game protection.
We are all agreed, I think, that anything
that can be legally done for the purpose
of saving and protecting the game of the
country ought to be done. There is here
certainly a pretence of that kind which
has been very sedulously put forth with a
view of excusing and justifying this high-
handed action ; but the sole object of Mr.
Whitcher was to get the whole of this
shooting for his own gun; it was not to
protect the game for the general good,
but for his own individual good at the
expense of everybody else. The right
hon. gentleman has put the case very
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clearly, as he always does, and I am satis-
fied and think my hon. friend the member
for Ottawa county (Mr., Wright) is also,
that the object we had in view has been
gained by the very clear statement of thelaw
as regards this subject, and the duties of
public officers, which has thus been laid
down. I just wish to remind the hon.
member for Essex (Mr. Patterson) of one
thing: I rose to complain that T, asa
member of Parliament, in making a
charge against a public officer—which
anvone will admit I made in proper
language—was doing notiing out of the
way, but was performing a public
daty ; and I insisted that, in doing so,
my motives were not to be enquired into
by any oflicial in any of the Depart-
ments ; that the hon. gentleman who ven-
tured to do that was going altogether be.-
vond the line of his duty. I stated to the
House that that report of the Com-
missioner of Fisheries was moreover un-
true as regards ihefmotives assigned to
myself. 1 used, deliberately, the word
“untrue.” The hon, gentleman should
have allcwed my statement togo un-
challenged. Every hon. member who
rixes in his place, and makes a statement,
with his hand on his heart, of his own
knowledge, must be accepted as speaking
the truth. I think, therefore, it was not
for the hon. gentleman, after hearing my
statement, to allow himself to be made
the medium of conveying to this House
what I assure him is a slander. The
printed statement which he read is not
evena correct copy of the one that was
officially sent to me. It has been altered.
Mr. Whitcher himself, having found
that the most momentous part of the
charge against me which he made to the
hon. Minister was untenable, altered
it. I think, Mr, Speaker, that the hon.
men:ber for Essex should not fora moment
have lent himself to give currency to
a talse statement.

Mr. CURRIER : It appears to me
that the complaint made against the Com-
missioner of Fisheries has arisen alto-
gether in consequence of the custom that
has prevailed, not only here, but else-
where, of the guardians of the Fisheries
Department looking after the game as
well, which they have had no authority to
do. Yet that custom bhas prevailed for
Years, though not altegether regular.
Still those officers have performed a good
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work, not in protecting the game for any
individual, but for its increase in the in-
terest of the public.

Mz. COCKBUBN (West Northumber-
land) : That is not the matter I was deal-
ing with.

Mr. CURRIER : Notwithstanding the
complaints against the Fishery officers,
they have done a gcod work on the
Ottawa in setting up the fish-breeding
establishment, which bas, to a very large
extent, replenished this river with fish.
I hope the the Government will encourage
that establishment with such appropri-
ations as the case requires. I think that
the officer complained of has been greatly
instrumental in overcoming the difficul-
ties that existed in connection with the
throwing of mill-rubbish into the river.
The fish-breeding establishment has set-
tied to a large extent the question as to
the effect of this rubbish upon the fish,
by proving that sawdust is not detri-
mental to them, since, in spite of the saw-
dust, the river could be restocked with
fish in so short a time,

Mr. COCKBURN (West Northum-
berland) : Have they doneso?

Mzr. CURRIER: Everybody along
the river says so. Mr. Whitcher may
have exceeded his duty in using the
Government Police, but I believe him to
be an efficient officer, end that he acted
without selfish motive throughout.

Me. WRIGHT: I remember hearing of
a very distinguished gentleman who made
a fortune by minding his own business.
I think that perhaps the Department of
Marine might take that lesson to heart.
Its business is to lookafterthe fish and not
the fowl.  The hon. member for Ottawa
City (Mr. Currier) appears a little con-
fused on the subject. He speaks of the
great sawdust question having been set-
tled, and of the benefits of the fish-hreed-
ing establishment. I do not think that
the cultivation of a few mud-pouts and
suckers in the waters of my county has
secured a satisfactory solution of this fish
question. I should have hoped it had ;
but my object has been to complain that
my cownstitnents have besn most unfairly
and illegally dealt with, so far as their
rights and liberties are concerned, by the
officers of the Department, who had no
right, as admitted by everyone, to take
charge of the fowl. I have my desk full

of letters complaining of this interference..
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My constituents, many of them French
Canadians, have complained of being
turned off the sporting grounds by police-
men. The people say they think they
have a right to shoot g0 long as there is
no law against it. The defence of this
action should not be rested upon the fact
of the accused being an eflicient or desir-
able officer ; he should not be allowed to
act simply for his own benefit and that of
his friends. That conduct cannot and
should not be tolerated.

Mg, PATTERSON (Essex): I had no
desire to impugn the veracity of the hon.
member for West Northumberland (Mr.
Cockburn). He had read certain
passages of a document and denied their
truth, when I thought it would be only
just to Mr. Whitcher that the whole
document should be read. It was in that
spirit I read it. But I had no'desire in
reading it to express the least doubt as to
the accuracy of anything the hon. gentle-
men said.

Mr. MACKENZIE : The attention of
the Government ought to be directed to
the very extraordinary passage in that
letter justifying the emplovment of the
Dominion Police.  Explanations were
sought for by the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), afew evenings ago,
with regard to the increase of the vote or
Dominion Police, and were given. Now,
if a Dominion Policeman may be em-
ployed, when off duty, for an hour or two,
in doing something about the  city, that
is one thing allowable ; but, if he is taken
1o guard game, he may be away whilst he
should be discharging his proper duties.
Tt 1s quite clear those policemen have been
employed for this purpose ; therefore, they
must have had nothing to do here. There
must have been too many of them, or they
could not have been spared for this ser-
vice. I was glad to hear the hon. the
First Minister condemn the whole prac-
tice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : I be-
lieve the number of Dominion Policemen
isthe same as under the late Government.
It is quite improper that these men should
be taken away from their legitimate duties
to perform others, however good.

Mr. MACKENZIE: With regard to
the number of those Policemen, we dis-
covered during the last year of our in-
cumbency of office that two of them had

erved during the whole of our term,

Mr. WRIGHT.
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guarding the ducts of this House from
incursions by Fenians. So there were
ducts to protect.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD : That
is another kind of game.

Mr. MACKENZIE: Yes; but none
of this game was to be found, after all,
in the neighbourhood. Those two men
mignt be taken to supplement the Force,
or for other purposes.

Mgr. MACDOUGALL: I think the
House ought not to assent too readily to
the suggestion that these Dominion
Policemen should be confined to their
duties in the neighbourhood of these
buildings, or in Ottawa, if they can be
used for those public purposes clearly
within the jurisdiction of this Govern-
xent, without impropriety. It has long
been the practice to use the force in this
way—one continued under both political
parties. It seems, from the statement of
the hon. the First Minister, which has
met with the approval of the hon. leader
of the Opposition, that that practice of
occasionally employing the force on out-
side service, in cases of exigency, is now
to be abandoned. I fear that willinvolve
the appointment of other officers. If
economy is to be the result, I do not
obiect, but I dolibt if the Dominion
Police Force can be much retrenched.
Occasions may arise when it will be con-
venient to have a confidential force near
these Ottawa buildings. We have seen the
necessity for such a force, and may see it
again. I think we cannot safely dis-
pense with an organisation which can be
used in the absence of any regular
military force; and, therefore, if the
Fisheries Department, in the protection
of the inland fisheries, a duty clearly
within its jurisdiction—though I have
doubts as to rivers and brooks—can utilise
the force for that purpose—and we have
the testimony of the member for Ottawa
(Mr. Currier) that they have done so
with good results.—I do not see why
they should not continue the practice. I,
too, can bear my testimony to the great
efficieney of Mr. Whitcher, aud to the
important services he has rendered, not
only to this particular interest, the Inland
Fishery Service, but on the larger theatre
at Washington and Halifax, in matters
of international importance. I am: very
sorry to hear complaints against bim, ad
he was one ,of my own officers, when as
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Commissioner of Crown Lands, I directed
this service many years ago; very sorry
to find that, his temper being, perhaps, a
little irritable, he has found himself at
cross purposes with the hon. member for
‘West Northumberlani (Mr. Cockburn)—
a very amiable gentleman, as we all know.
I think it would have been better if he
had pursued a different course; but I
understand the hon. gentleman to be now
satisfied with the assurance given that,
hereafter, the Fisheries Department will
not interfere with the fowls of the air,
or with the sporting constituents of the
hon. member for Ottawa county (Mr.
Wright). Perhaps it may not be neces-
sary to bring down these papers, after
the explanations we have received from
the hon. the Minister of Fisheries.
‘While regretting this difficulty, I trust
that, notwithstanding the tone of censure
of the hon. the First Minister, no mea-
sures of severity will be taken against
My. Whitcher. So far as he has laid
down the law in respect to the proper
functions of this Government, and the
duties of Dominion officers, I entirely
agree with him. If the Fisheries Depart-
ment is to perform, efficiently, its delicate,
difficult and important duties in the pro-
tection of our Inland Fisheries, it must
receive on all proper occasions the sup-
port, confidence and generous cooperation
of this House.

Mr. MACKENZIE: The hon. mem-
ber for Halton (Mr. Macdougall) mistakes
my meaning if he thinks I object to the
employment of the Dominion Police upon
any other than objects connected with
these Buildings. The late Government
had occasionally to employ members of
the force in connection with charges of
coining spurious money in several dis-
tricts, and that was, though they were
remote from this city, a perfectly legiti-
mate employment for those officers. No
doubt, the force is somewhat larger than
it otherwise would be, on account of
having to be employed sometimes in other
services than these Buildings would
require.

Motion agreed to.

CARLETON (ONT.) ELECTION.—INTER-
FERENCE OF HON. R. W. SCOTT.

MOTION FOR COMMITTEE OF ENQUIRY.

Mzr. ROCHESTER moved :

That Mr. Rochester, Member for Carleton,
74
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having stated in his place in the House, that ¢4
the last election of a member of this House for
the County of Carleton, the Hon. R. W. Scott,
a member of the Senate, and then occupying
the position of Secretary of State, did interfere
and intimidate in the raid election by furnish-
ing money to the Rev. John May, to induce
him to become a candidate at the said election,
and that the said Hon. R. W. Scott did offer
to bribe one John A, Grant, also at said elec-
tion, to withdraw from the contest in favour of
the said May, a Committes be appointed to
examine and investigate into the said charges,
and that such Committee be composed of
Messrs. McCarthy, Thompson (Haldimand),
Colby, Trow and Richey, with power to send
for persons and papers.

Mr. MACKENZIE: I presume the
hon. gentleman, at the head of the Govern-
ment, has not looked after this motion,
else he would have made some statement cf
his views upon it. In the first place it
charges the Hon. Mr. Scott with having
furnished money to the Rev. John May
to induce him to become a candidate at
the said election. T would have no hesi-
tation in inducing any friend of mine to
become a candidate, if I could help him
to pay his legitimate expenses at the
election. There is nothing in that charge
that siould even be mentioned in this
House, or anywhere else. The second
charge is of a somewhat similar char-
acter. Why we should appoint a Com-
mittee to investigate charges of this
kind does not appear to me very clear. I
may say that I have had no conmunica-
tion with the Hon. Mr. Scott vn the sub-
ject, nor had I looked at the Order Paper

‘in advance to-day, nor even thought of

doing so; but if there is anything what-
ever that comes properly in the nature of
a charge, that charge should be brought
where the hon. gentleman is a member
himself. If there is anything thaf re-
quires enquiring into, it is questionable if
this is the mode of making the enquiry.
I do not think there is any precedent for
such a course upon our Journals, mor am
I aware that there are any anywhere else.
There was a charge, two or three years
ago, brought against the present Governor
of Manitoba, for having in some way inti-
midated the electors in the county of
Montmorency, and that it was framed
upon a statement made by a member
of the House, when it was referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections
and enquired into. That Committee in
their report, exonerated the hon. gentle-
man from all blame in the matter. Ex-
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cept that case I cannot recall to mind
anything of a similar kind. But the
charge made against the Hon. Mr.
Cauchon was clearly an offence under the
Election Law ; he was a member of the
House where the charge was made, and
the House undoubtedly acted with pro-
priely in sending “them to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections. This is
wholly of a different character. The

party against whom the clharge is mad? is |
as |

not one over whom this House
any control. The offences are not alleged

to be contrary to any Statute in existence..

The first part of the motion, it is per-
fectly clear, cannot possibly be a charge
of any kind. No power is vested in us
to make any enquiry of tke kind sug-
gested. 1 am sure the hon. gentleman at
the head of the Government has not ob-
served the phraseology of this motion, or
considered the propriety of making this
motion at all, or he would have drawn
the attention of the hon. member for
Carleton (Mr. Rochester) to it.

Mr. ROCHESTER: The hon. mem-
ber for Lembton has, perhaps, forgotten
that the Hon. Mr. Scott was then Secretary
of State in his Government. I do not for
a moment pretend that every hon. Min-
ister has not as much right as any other
person to use his due influence in securing
the success of an election. But what I com-
plain of is the undue method taken by
the hon. gentleman to gain this election.
At the lust Session I explained to the
House the reasons I had for putting this
motion on the Notice Paper. I do not
think it necessary to go over that again,
unless the hon. gentleman opposite de-
sires me to do so. What I complain of is
that this hon. member of the late Gov-
ernment sent the employés of the Gov-
ernment into the two counties adjoining
the city of Ottawa as canvassers and as
returning officers, carrying their confréres
to and from this city to the polls,and biring
buggies and paying for them. Now, Sir,
what I want to know is who paid all the
expenses. If a member of the late Gov-
ernment did so, although he may not be a
member of this House, I think he is
amenable to this House. Perhaps I am
wrong in this—there are better authorities
than myself on that point. My object is
to show just what course the Hon. Mr,
Scott pursued during the late election.
The gentleman, whose name is mentioned

Mz. MACKENZIE
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in this resolution, styled himself on the
hustings at the nomination, “A Tory of
the deepest water.” I quote his own words.
Now, the late Secretary of State took hold
of the Rev. Mr. May, who, unfortunate
man that he was, Jike somebody else of
old, sold his birthright for a mess of
pottage. He sold himself for filthy lucre
to run his election with, and to get the
influence of the Government of the day,
and to secure his return to Pailiament.
The hon. gentleman in his communications
with some of the electors of the county,
stated his otject in supporting my
opponent. His object was to buy over a
Conservative in the interests of the
Reform Government. He found that he
could not run a Reformer in the county
of Carleton. The hon. gentleman, in some
of those letters, stated that the county of
Carleton was zot sufficently well educated
to accept a Reformer. I am glad to say
it was not, and I hope it never will be.
The hon. gentleman thought that the
best course for him to pursue was to pur-
chase a Tory, and run him as a Tory with
the understanding that if he got in he
was to support the Administration of the
day. This T will have no trouble to
prove if the Government will give ws this
Committee, and I have no doubt the hon.
member for Iambton will be able to
throw some light on the subject ; for, if 1
am correctly informed, he was approached
but did not give those who approached
him any encouragement. The hon.
gentleman’s answer was to the effect that
if a man would sell himself one way he
would as readily sell himself another.

Sir ALBERT J. SMITH : What did
he get {or himself.

Mgr. ROCHESTER: Iam informed
he wanted a certain amount of money
with which to pay off c.rtain liabilities
and also to pay his election expenses.
From all the information we can get,
he got the amount he required. Where
he got it trom, I think it will be interest-
ing for us to know. An hon. gentleman,
a Reformer, came out to run for the
county of Carleton ; the Hon. M. Scott
was approached on the subject, but he
replied that he must run Mr. May. I
want, also, to prove before the Com-
mittee what every member of the House
must admit is a great wrong. It is not
right that Civil servants should be used

for the purpose of canvassing for
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votes for the support of the Government.
This, however, was extensively done. I
think it only just that the matters I
have referred to should ceme to light;
especially as the present stringent Election
Law was adopted by the hon. gentlemen
opposite, and they were found to be the
first to break it. I have received the
following letter from Mr. May :

“ To John Rochester, Esq., M.P.

¢‘SIR,—Acccrding to the published report of a
speech delivered by you in the House of Com-
mons, I am charged by you with certain ne-
farious dealings respecting the late contest in
the county of Carleton, with the Hon. R. W.
Scott, late Secretary of State. If the report of
that part of this speech which refers to me be
this, that I was bought by the late Government.
You further stated that it was your intention
to ask for a committee to investigate the charge.
I have waited patiently for the fulfilment of
this announcement, I have waited in vain. No
committee has been granted as yet. No com-
mittee has been asked for. Might I presume
most respectfully to enquire, ‘Why this de-
lay 2’ Is it not cruel to keep Mr. Scott and
myself so long in suspense? I can speak for
myself —I am ready to meet such committee, I
am more than ready, I am anxious to meet
such committee. I feel that my character has
been traduced—traduced in the most public
manner, and in a place where reply was impos-
sible. And I now take the liberty of endeav-
ouring to impress on your mind the fact that,
having made the statement above mentioned,
and having intimated from your place in the
House that you intended to ask for a com-
mittee, it ig your bounden duty to doso. I
would further remark that if you fail to make
good your promise, I shall aseribe such failure
to the supposition that you are not nearly so
willing to meet a committee that will admit
evidence on both sides of the electoral contest
in Carleton, as I am myself.

‘T have sent a copy of this letter to the local
press and to the Globe and Mail of Toronto.

““1 have the honor to be, Sir,
“ Your obedient servant,
‘“J. MAY.

‘““Ottawa, 18th April, 1879.”

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

After Recess.

FISHERY AWARD-CLAIMS OF THE
MARITIME PROVINCES.
ADJOURNED DEBATE.

House resumed adjourned debate on the
proposed motion, (A/r, MacDonnell, Tuverness).
—[Fide page787.]

Mr. KILLAM : I desire to ask if the
papers in relation to this subject, which
the hon. the Minister of Finance stated,
were necessary -to its proper con-
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sideration, and which he also stated
would be laid upon the Table this
afternoon, will be brought down this
evening. ’

Sik SAMUEL L. TILLEY : What I
stated was that papers were being pre-
pared which it was necessary the Govern-
ment should have, before proceeding with
this discussion. From this statement the
inference was drawn by some hon. gentle-
men that these papers would be laid
upon the Table of the House. 1 am
willing, however, to lay the papers upon
the Table. I have made enquiries con-
cerning them, and I expect they will be
laid on the Table of the Kouse
before the conclusion of this debate.

Mz. RICHEY : I do not require any
further papers than are already before the
House for the line of argument which T
propose to adopt. Before proceeding to
the main portion of it, I may bepermitted
to offer a few observations regarding the
course pursued by hon. gentlemen on the
opposite side of the House when this
question was last under discussion, and
followed up in some quarters by their
supporters in the press. I think it very
objectionable that, in a matter of this
kind, hon. gentlemen should resort to
the fierce party denunciations in which
they have indulged. I submit, that in re-
gard to a question, the solution of which
must very largely depend, if it do not
entirely depend, upon the impression to
be made on the minds of the members
of the Administration, fiery declamation
cannot be expected to produce any very
beneficial effect. When, on behalf of the
Government, the request was addressed
to this House that an adjournment of
the motion should be granted. T felt it
to be due, in courtesy, that the adjourn-
ment should take place. The motion I

then made did not stifle discussion.
And  what is the position in
which we now find the question !

Instead of having it at the end of Public
Bills and Orders it has, at the request of
theright hon. the leader of the Government
himself, been placed in the most promi-
nent position. And when it was found
inconvenient to proceed with it on Wed-
nesday evening last, the hon. leader of the
Government, in the frankest possible
manner, offered to give us the following
day, a Government day, for the discus-
lsion of this matter. We should have
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had it before us then had it not been for
the technical objection taken by the
hon. leader of the Opposition. And now,
Sir, I find that T am represented in the
Halifax Chronicle, by some one having
facilities afforded him for hearing debates
in this House, and acting as correspon-
dent to that journal, in the following
light : — .

¢ After recess, on the adjourned .debate
concerning the Fisheries Award being called,

* Mr. Richey ®1id the motion should be al-
lowed to stand, and it stood accerdingly. This

ave profound offence to the Maritime mem-

ers, who were all rexdy and expectant- of a
debate on this much-canvassed subject. Mr.
Richey’s action was, therefore, received with
marks of discontent. It was evident that he
was merely acting as a catspaw for the Govern-
ment, who appear determived to stifle the dis-
cassion till such a late period in the Session that
it can be of no practicul purposs.”
There are just eleven lines in that para-
graph and a misstatement for every line.
Mr. Richey after the original adjournment
did not once ask that the motion should
be allowed to stand. It was, as I under-
stand, a matter arranged between the hon.
the First Minister and the hon. leader of
the Opposition. There was no desire
manifeste’ on the part of the Government
to stifle discussion.

Mz, MACKENZIE: Did I under.
stand the hon. gentleman to say that I
had made an arrungement with the hon.
leader of the Government to adjourn the
discussion. Tl

Mr. RICHEY : No; but there was
an understanding between the hon. leader
of the Government and the hon. leader of
the Opposition that it should be proceeded
with as early as possible. He then ob-
jected to its being taken upon a Gov-
ernment day.

M=r. MACKENZIE : The hon. gentle-
man is mistaken. What I said was that
I bad no objection to . their giving up
their day, but they niust do it in the re-
gular way, by taking up the Orders in their
natural sequence and moving either to

- take each Order separately and pass them
over; or move to0 pass on immediately to
that particalar Ocder. That is what [
proposed, and the Goverament declined
to do that. :

Mr. RICHEY : Whatever it was it'
had the effect of stopping the discussion |.
until the present momeat ; and I think the |
pgsition given to this question was the
‘best justification of vur confidence that

M=z, RicHEY.
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the Government had no desire t> stifle
debate.

Sie JOHN A. MACDONALD: I
think this is a matter that ought to be
settled at once, and with my hon. friend’s
permission, I will state, to the best of my
recollection, how it stands. I stated to
the Housz that it was inconvenient,
for the redsons mentioned by my
hon. friend, to go on with it at that
time, that I would " secure him an
early opportunity of bringing it on. I
said it would be done as the first Order cf
the Day. My ho.. friend objected to th's.
and stated we must call the Orders in turn
I felt the oljection taken by the hon.
gentleman was a Parliamentary one, and
a correct one, therefore, I could only
submit. )

Mg. MACKENZIE : Tae hon. gentle-
man consented to give up Thursday, Gov-
ernment day, and as Government Notices
have precedence next after Routine Busi-
ness, the Order for Thursday w:s
Government Measures, and this Order w: s.
naturally succeeded Government Orders.
It was perfectly competent to move that
the First'Order of the Day be nottaken up,
but that the House pass on o the First
Order of Public Business. It is one not
frequently made with us but 1t is one that
is frequently made in the French Cham-
ber. The Order wasthat it should be the
First Order of the Day, and it was either

‘the First Order or it was nothing.

Mz. RICHEY : It is not because I
attach any importance, personally, to
this matter, that I have thought it
necegsary to mention it at the com-
mencement of my remarks, but -because
Y deem it a great impropriety. for writers, :
who are here for the purpose of communi-
cating with the press in different sections
of the country, to draw upon their inven-
tive powers for the items they supply. I
shall now, Mr. Spcaker, proceed with the
argument which I desire to addiess to
this House. When,in 1873, the ques-
tion was put in this placs, “ Whether the.
Government was prepared to give a
pledge that the money compensation
which might be obtained by virtue of the
Fishery Clause of the Washington Treaty,
should be expended for the direct benefit
and improvement of our sex Fisheries }”
The right hon. gentieman who was then,
as he 13 now the leader of the Govern-
ment, replied that such money would be
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subject to the vote and pleasure of Parlia-
ment ; and when asked the further ques-
tion: “ Whether any arrangment had been
made between Her Majesty’s Britannic
Government and that of the Dominion ?”
He said no arrangement had been made ;
the money would belong to Canada and
be subject to the vote of Parliament.
The cause i, therefor, before the proper
tribunal this evening, and I may here
remark that it was due tothe astutenessand
prevision of that right hon. gentleman that
no question could arise as to the claim of
the Dominion to the Award. I wish to
quote, at some length, in proof of this,
and for other impartial reasons connectad
with my argument, from a speech de-
livered when the right hon. gentleman in-
troduced the Bill to give effect to the
Treaty. In referring to tie fact that this
amount had been secured for Canada, he
said :

“1did not for a moment forget that I was
there to represent the interests of Canada. I
must ask you to look at the despatch of 16th
February, 1871, which reached me at Wash-
ington, a few days after I arrived there. It
will be seen that Lord Kimbarly used this ex-
pression : ‘ As at present advised H:r Majesty’s
Government are of opinion that the right cf
Canada to exclude Americass from fishing in
the waters within the limits of three marine
miles of the coast, is beyond dispute, and can
only be ceded for an adequate consideration.
Should this consideration take the form of a
money payment, it appears to Her Majesty’s
Government, that such an arrangement would
be more likely to work well than if any con-
ditions were annexed to the exercice of the
privilege of fishing within the Cana-ian waters.’
Having read that despatch, and the sug-
gestion that any arrangsment might be made
on the basis of a money payment, and there
heing am absence of any statement that such
an arrangement would only be made with the
congent of Canada, I thought it well to com-
municate with my colleagues at Ottawa ; and
although we had received, again and again,
assurances from Her Majesty’s Government
that those rights would not be affected, given
away, or ceded, without our consent, it was
thought advisable, in consequence of the
omission of all reference to the necessity of
Canada’s assent being obtained to any mone-
tary arrangement, to communicate by cable
that Canada eonsidered the Canadian Fisheries
to be her property, and they could not be sold
without her consent. That communication was
made by the Canadian Goverument on the 10th
March, and of that Government J was a mem-
~ ber; and not only did that communication pro-

ceed from the Canadian Government to Eng-
land, giving them fair notice that the Cana-
dian Govern.nent, of which I was so a mem-
ber, would insist upon t'e vight of dealing
with her own Fisherics, but I tosk occasion to

7, 1880.] Maritime Province Claims. 1173

press upon the Head of the Pritish Commission
at Washington, that my own individual opinion,
as representing Canada, siould be laid before
Her Majesty’s Government. The answer that
came back at once by cable was extended in full
in the despatch of the 17th Marck, 1871, and
it was most satisfactory ; as it stated that Her
Majesty’s Government had never any intention
of advising Her Majesty to part with those
Fisheries without the consent of Canada.
Armed with this, I felt that I was relieved of
a considerable amount of my embarrassment.
I felt that no matter what arrangements might
be made, no matter whether I was out-voted
by my colleagues ou the Commission, or what
instructions might be given by Her Majesty’s
(tovernment, the interests of Canada were safe,
because they were in her own hands, and re-
served for her own decision. Now, Mr.
Speaker, it must not bz supp-sed that this was
not a substantial concession on the part of
Her Majesty’s Government. Itis true thas
Lord Kimberly stated in his despatch of 17th
- March, that ¢ When the Reciprocity Treaty
was concluded, the Acts of the Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick Legls'atures relating to the
Fisheries were suspended by Acts of those Leg-
islatures, an1 the Fishery rizhts of Canada are
now under the protection of a Canadian Act of
Parliament, the repeal of which would be
necessary in case of the cession of those rights
to any foreign powers.” It is true, in’one sense
of the word, but it also true that if Her Ma-
jesty, in the exercise of Her power, had chosen
to make a Treaty with ths United States,
ceding not only those righte, but ceding the
very land over which those waters flow, tha
Treaty between England and the United States
would have been binding, and the United
States would have held England to it. No
matter how unjust to Canada, alter all her
previous promises, still that Treaty would be
a valid and o' ligatory Treaty between England
and the United States, and the latter would
have had the right to enforce its” provisions,
override any Provincial Laws and Ordinances,
and take possession of our waters and rights.
It wou!d have been a great wrong, but the con-
sequences would have b:en the loss, practically,
of our rights for ever ; and so it was satisfactory
that it should be settled asit has been settled,
without a doubt appearing upon the records of
the Conference at Washington. Now, the
recognition of the proprietary right of Canada
in her Fisheries forms a portion of the State
Papers of both countries. Now the rights of
Canada to those Figheries are beyond dispute ;
and it is finally established that England can-
not, and will not, under any circumstances
whatever, cede those Fisheries without the
consent of Canada. So that in any future
arrangement between Canada and England, or
England and the United States, the rights of
Canada will be respected, as it is conceded
beyond dispute that England has not the power
to deprive Canada of them., We may now rest
certain that for all time to come England will
not, without our consent, make any cession of
these interests. Now, Mr. Speaker, to come to
the various subjects which interest Canada more
particularly. I will address myself to them

in detail ; and first, I will consider the ques-
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tion of most importance te us, the one on
which we are now specially asked to legislate,
that which interests Canrada as a whole most
particularly, and which interests the Maritime
Provinces especially. I mean the Articles of
the Treaty with reswect to our Fishery rights.
I would, in the first place, say that the protocols
which accompany the Treaty, and which are
in the hands of every member, do not give
chronologically an every day account of the
trameactions of the Conference, although, as a
general rule, I believe the protocols of such
Conferences are kept from day to day; but it
was thought better to depart from the rule on
this occasion, and only to record the conclusions
arrived at. Therefore, while the pretocols sub-
stantially contain the result of the negotiations
ended in the Treaty, they must not be looked
upon as chronological details of facts and inci-
dents as they occurred. I say se because the
protocel which relates more especially to the
Fisheries would lead one to suppose that at the
first meeting, and without previous discussion,

the British Commissioners stated ‘That they |

were prepared to discuss the questien of the
Fisheries, either in detail or generally so as
either to enter into an examination of the
respective rights of the two countries under the
Treaty of 1818, and the general law of nations,
or to approach at once the settlement of the
question on a comprehensive basis.” Now the
fact is that it was found by the British Com-
missioners, when they arrived at Washington,
and had an opportunity of ascertaining the
feeling that prevailed at that time, not only
among the United States Commissioners, but
among the public men of the United States
whom they met there, and from their communi-
cations with other sources of informatien, that
the feeling was universal, that all questions
should be settled beyond the possibility of dis-
pute in the future, and more especially that if
by any possibility a solution of the difficulty
respecting the Fisheries could be arrived at, or
a satisfactory arrangement made by which the
Fishery question could be placed in abeyance
ag in 1854, it would be to the advantage of both
nations.”

I desire to congratulate the right hLon.
gentleman upon having so completely
settled that question as to the right of
Canada to the Fishery Award. But 1
am led to ask, if these Fisheries belong to
the Dominion of Canada, by what right
did they become lers? They are hers
through the several Provinces on whose
coasts they lie. One main point, then,
which I think it concerns us to consider
* i8, that these several Provinces entered
this Confederation with certain defined
limits, and we have to ask what were
those limits? and what, within these
limits, did the Provinces surrender and
what did they reserve ! I need not refer
to the British North America Act to
gettle that point. Its language is doubt-
less familiar to every hLon. gentleman

M=, Ricuey.
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within the range of my voice. It pro-
vides that ‘“The Provinces of Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick shall have
the same limits as at the passing of this
Act.” Before seeking to define those
limits, I may premise that grants made
of those Provinces to private subjects of
old time, both by the Kings of France
and the Kings of England, included the
Fisheries connected with them, for the
fisheries and the fur trade at that time
were regarded as the greatest value attach-
ing to these colonies and in the grants
from the King of France they were

specifically  included, as also in
the grants from the Kings of
England. I may refer especially to

that from Cromwell to Sir Charles
Latour, the language of which is, after
describing a large tract of country, “and
including all the islands and fisheries upon
the coasts.” DBut to come to the period
when, after varying fortunes, the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia was, by the Treaty
of Utrecht, ceded to the Crown of Eng-
land, I would draw your attention to
the words of that Treaty in connection
with the question as to the limits of
Nova Scotia, and whether they embraced
the Fisheries:

““The Most Christian King shall take care on
the same day, that the ratifications of the
present peace shall be exchanged, to have
delivered, to the Queen of Great Britain,
solemn and authentic letters or instruments, by
virtue whereof the Island of St. Christopheris
to be possessed alone, hereafter, by British sub-
jects ; likewise Nova Scotia or all Acadia, with
its ancient limits, as also the city of Port-
Royal, now called Annapolis-Royal, and all
other things in those regions, which depend on
the said lands and islands, together with the
dominions, property and possessions, and all
right whatsoever, whether by Treaties or any
other way acquired, which the Most Christian
King, the Crown of France, or any of its sub-
jects have hitherto had to the said islands,
lands, and places, and inhab'tants thereof to be
yielded and transferred to the Queen of Great
Britain and to Her Crown for ever as the Most
Christian King now yields and transfers all the
said particulars; and that in such ample
manner and form that the subjects of the Most
Christian King shall, hereafter, be excluded
from all kind of fishing in the said seas,
bays and other places on the coasts of
Nova Scotia, that is to say, on those
which lie towards the south-east, within
thirty leagues, bevinning from the Island
common'y called Sable, inclusively and thence
going towards the south-west.” s

Upon a question subsequently arising be-
tween England and France respecting
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the boundaries, Commissioners were ap-
pointed for the adjustment of the dispute.
Hon. gentlemen by glancing a, a map
will see what was the extent of the
boundaries claimed by the Commissioners
on the part of England as set forth in
the following statement :—

¢ On the west, towards New Englard, by the
River Penobscot, otherwise called Pentagoet :
that is to say, beginring at its mouth, and from
thence drawing a straight line towards the
north to the river of St. Lawrence, or the
Great River of Canada; on the north by that
river all along as far as Cape Roziers, situated
at its entrance ; oa the east by the great
Gaulf of St. Lawrence, from Cape Roziers to the
south-east, by the Islands of Cape Breton,
leaving these and the Gulf on the right, and
Newfoundland and the Islands belonging to it
on the left, uato the cape or promoatory called
Cape Rreton ; on the south by the great At-
lantic Ocean, going south-west from Cape
Breton by Cape Sable, taking in the Island of
that name round to the Bay of Fundy, as far
as the mouth of the River Penobscot or
Pentagoet.”

Although the negotiations between these
Cowmmissioners were freitless, it was ulti-

mately settled by  the Treaty of
Versailles, in 1763, what should
be the limit of Nova Scotia.

i shall now quote from Haliburton’s
“ History of Nova Scotia,” vol. 2, pp. 1
and 2, which says:

¢ To the northward, our said Province shall
be bounded by the southern boundary of our
Province of Qucbee, as far as the western ex-
tremity of the Bay des Chaleurs; to the east-
ward by the said bay and the Gulf of St.
Lawrence, to the cape or promontory called
Cape Breton, in the Island of that name, in-
cluding that Island, the Island of St. John’s,
and all other Islands within six leagues of the
coast ; to the seuthward by the Atlantic Ocean
from the said cape to Cape Sable, including the
Island of that name, and all other islands
within forty leagues of the coast, with all the
rights, appurtenances whatsoever there-
to belonging; and to the westward, al-
though our said Province hath anciently ex-
tended and doth of right extend, as far as the
River Pentagoet or Penohscot, it shall be
bounded by a line drawn from Cape Sable
across the entrance of the Bav of Fundy to the
mouth of the River St. Croix, by the said
river to its source, and by a line drawn due
naorth, from thence to the southern boundary
of our Colony of Quebec.”

Subsequently this large Province of Nova
Scotia was divided into the Provinces of
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince
Edward Istand and Cape Breton, and ene
boundary between Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick is drawn through the centre of
the Bay of Fundy. Having thus estab-
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lished the ancient and existing limits of
the Province of Nova Scotia, and, I think,
having shown to the satisfaction of these
who may have carefully followed me,
that they include tho Fisheries on the
coasts, I am led to enquire what, by the
Act of Confederation, was survendered by
this Province of Nova Scotia, what was
surrendered as to its revenues, what as
to public property ? The revenues which
were not reserved by the respective Pro-
vinces or should be raised by them in
accordance with special powers conferred
upon them, were, it is true, to form one
Consolidated Fund for the Dominion of
Canada ; and T have no doubt that, look-
ing at the British North America Act as
it now stands, and noting the fact that
the exclusive powers of "legislation given
to the Dominion, comprehend inland and
Coast Fisheries, the argument will be
founded on that fact, that the power of
legislation carries with it all power over
these inland and coast Fisheries. But
on perusal of the first draft of the
Act, of Confederation, I find that inland
and coast Fisheries were assigned to the
Local Legislatures, and this - alter the
financial arrangements were complete,
It is true that concurrent power was
given to the Dominion ; hut what if the
draft had not been amended as it was, T
presume, simply from the fear of hucon-
venience to arise from these concurrent
powers of legislation? There was an
additional compensation {or their being
withdrawn from the purview of the Local
Legislature,” and confined to the Federal
Parliament ; and it is a fair argument
from which to infer that all rights of
property were not intended to be trans-
ferred together with the rights of legis-
lation. Let us then examine what pro-
perty was given uncer the Act to the
Dominion. The public works and public
property of the several Provinces vested
in the Dominion are enumerated in the
third schedule to the Act, and comprise
all canals, with land and water power,
public harbours, rivers

Sk JOHN A, MACDONALD :
Rivers is a misprint.

Mg. RICHEY : Ifit is a misprint,this
affects, I confess, my argument to a cer-
tain extent. I should have enquired
whether the express mention of rivers did
not operate to excluds coast Fisheries
from being considered property of the
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- Dominion ; .but that source of argument
under the explanation -of the right hon.
gentleman is, of course, removed. What,
then, were reserved to the respective Pro-
vinces } All lands, mines, minerals and
royalties belonging to the several: Pro-
vinees of Neova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Fdward Island are, by Section
109, reserved to those Provinces; and by
Rection 117 it is declared that they shall
retain a1 their respective public property
not otherwise disposed of to the Dominion
of Canada. I now.ask, are Fisheries pro-
perty, so as to come under the designation
of “public property ¥’ If the boundaries of
Nova Scotia include the se Fisheries ; if, at
the time of Confederation, Nova Scotia had
proprietary rights in these Fisheries, my
question is: Are Fisheries public pro-
perty of the State with which they stard
conrected ¥  If they are public property,
then, being public property, are they, as
royalties, such property as fall to the
Crown, and may be aliened either abso-
lutely or under certain limitations ! Now,
I shall not simply assert that these
Fisheries may be designated as public
property ; I shall refer to the language of
one who has heen properly described as
the most popuiar and the most elegant
writer on the law of nations, whose work
is cited more frequently than that of any
other public jurist, and is still the
statesman’s manual and oracle. What
does Vattel say ¢

‘Everything susceptible of property is
considered as belonging to the, nation that
possesses the. count'y, and as foerming the
aggregate mass of its wealth.”

He then distinguishes between what be-
comes public property, common property
and private property :

‘“ When a nation, in a body, takes possession
of a counrtry, everything thxt is not divided
among its membe's, remains con mon to the
whole nation, and is called public property.”

¢ The various use of the sea near the coasts,”
in another place he says, ‘‘ render it very sus-
ceptible of property. It furnishes fish, shells,
pearls, amber, ete. Now, in all these respects,
its uwse is not inexhaustible ; wherefore, the
nation, to whom the coasts belong, may appro-
‘priate to themselves and convert to their own
profit, an advantage which nature has so
placed within their reach as to enable them
conveniently tuv take possession of it in the
same manner as they possessed themselves of
the dominion of the land they inhabit.”

I have mislaid my reference to another
quotation ; but, he goes on to amplify
Mz. RicrEY. v
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upon that statement with special reference

to-Fisheries and coasts, to show that they
may be the subject of property. Speaking
of that portion of the sea adjacent to a
country, within a marine league from the
shore, Puffendorf calls it “an accessory to
the Jand as much as the ditch of a town
is-accessory to a town.,” *‘What,” asks
Dr. Lushipgton, in the course of a judg-
ment pronounced by bim, ¢ are the limits
of the United Kingdom? The land of
the United Kingdom and three miles
from the shore, is the only answer I can
give.”. Now, then, what are royalties?
Do they include the Fisheries upon the
coast ? Is that word of sufficient signifi-
cance to comprehend those Fisheries? I
haveread from the Statute, that royalties
are reserved to the respectivé® Provinces,
and all lands, mines and minerals: What
is here referred to is the substance of the
thing, not that which issues out of it,
though the tribute paid to the proprietor
of the soil may, by some, be deemed
the ordinary acceptation of the word
royalty. This latter restricted meaning
could not have been the intention in any
of ths grants that have been made to the
Provinces from the Crown, because the
word s associated with those only con-
veying territorial rights, and the 1evenues
derivable from them  are subsequently
referred to in other words. Having
reference to the language .of writers on,
International law, and to.the definition
given in ordinary dictionaries as well as
in law dictionaries, royalty means
the rights and prerogatives of the
Crown. We do not pretend—% would
be absurd to contend—that, under the
term royalties, all regal rights and pre-
rogatives are granted to the Provinces: it,
means such royalties as the Crown is
capable of alienating. There are two
kinds of royalties, those which apper-

‘tain to the Sovereign as the represen-

tative of ihe nation, and those which
belong to him by virtue of his Sover-
eignty, but which are more of a pro-
prietary nature. In Halleck’s ¢ Inter-
national Law,” it is said :

. (4

‘“Upon the breaking uvp of the Roman
Empire,” say s Gibbon, ‘“the princes and cities
which declared themsel¥es independent,
appropriated to themselves thcse parts in
which nature, most rich and liberal, yields
extraordirary products. These jortions or
reserved rights were called regalia.  The
same writer, in other places, applies the term



Fishery dward. |APRIL

regalia both to rights, to things, and to the
things themselves,—to jura and corpora. So
of the feudal and English law writers. They
sometimes apply this term to things—as the
Crown, the Nceptre, and Royal and Church
lands, and sometimes to the dignity, power and
pecuniary rights of the King. When applied
to the power and dignity of the King, they are
called majora regalia, and when applied to his
fiscal rights, they are called minora regalia.
The former, says Erskine, are not alienable
without the consent of Parliament, W}_ule the
latter may be communicated to his subjects by
the Sovereign himself at his pleasure. The
termregalia, therefore, differs from Sfovercignty,
or jura majestatis, as being applicable both to
things and to rights to things—corpora and jura
—and also a3 not being inherent to or 1nsepar-
able from the Sovereign power, for regalia may
be alienated either with or without the consent
of Parliamert. Wkhen applied to property, it
may include both that which necessarily apper-
tains to the Crown and that which is alienable,
or which may be passed to individual sub-
jects.”

T will also read from Tomlin's “Law Diec-
tionary,” under the heal '‘ King,” de-
fining what are the prerogatives and
rights of the King. He says:

¢ It is also held that the King is by his pre-
rogative universal occupant, as ail property is
presumed to have been originally in tke
Crown.

“ The King hath this sovereiga domirion in
all seas and great rivers, which is plain from
Selden’s account ¢f the ancient Saxons, who
dwelt very successfully in all naval affuirs;
therefore, the territories of the English seas
and rivers always resided in the King.

““ And as the King hath a prerosative in the
seas so hath he likewise a right to the fishery
and to the soil.”

I must now ask permission to present a
case or two in favor of the corstruction
which I have put upon the word royalties
—that is to say : the rights of the Crown
in connection with those Fisheries; and
the first to which I shall refer is a case
determined in 1876, in regard to salmon
fishing, where the Lord Chancellor, Lords
Cransworth, Wensleydale and Kingsdown
affirming the decree below, concurred in
the following propositions as reported in

3 Macqueen’s Appeal Cases, page 419 :

““ Tke salmon fishings in the open sea around
the coast of Scotland, unless parted with by
grant, belong exclusively to the Crown, and
form part of its hereditary revenue.

. ““The right of the Crown is not merely a
ng‘rht of fishing for salmon, but a right to the
salmon fishings arcund the ses coast of Scot-
land,

. “It is not to be regarded simply as an
attribute of Sovereignty, but rath r as patri-
monium, a beneficial interest constituting part
of the regal hereditary property.
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I “The assertion that the sea is common to all
and that there can be no appropriation of it,
except where it adjoins the shere. is an
erroceous assertion.”

That is the solemn determination’ of the
Judges before whom the appeal was heard.
What was the contention of Her Majesty’s
Commissioners and the Lord Advocate.
which was sustained by this appeal ?

‘¢ All nations being equal all seem to have

an equal right to uze the unappropriated parts
of the ocean for navigation. But those parts
of the sea which adjoin the land are ap-
propriated as accessory to the coast that com-
mands them. The doctrine laid down by
Heineceins is that now generally received by
the best writers. He maiutains that the
ocean is incapable of appropriation, but that
parts of the ocean and narrow seas may be ap-
propriated subject to the rights of navigation.
* * * The right of fishing in the sea
i3 totally distinet from the right of maritime
dominion ”
The point to which I wish to draw the
attention of the Government and this
House is “that the right of fishing in the
sea is totally distinet from the right of
maritime dominion.” I hold that whilst
the power of legislation and the right of
maritime dominion is vested in the gen-
eral Confederation, there may still remain
reserved a right of property in the differ-
ent Provinces :

““The English,” the case proceels, ¢ have
never pretended to have a property in all the
seas over which they have claimed maritime
dominion by means of their tl.ets. But all
these portions of the sea adjacent to and
commanded by the ceast 8o far as capable of
appropriation are held to form a part of the
national territory.’

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD: Hear,
hear.

Mgz, RICHEY : The right hon. geatle-
man says “hear, hear” I fully ap-
preciate the view that istaken by him
in connection with this subject. When I
heard the hon. mover of the resolutions
the other night content himself with
citing authorities to show that the sea
within three miles of the shore wasa
part of the territory of the nation, I
saw abt  once that he stopped
short of that which it wes mneces-
sary to prove, because halting there
the answer would be perfectly obwious,
that the territorial right was the right of
sovereignty, and the sovereignty being in
the Dominion no question could be raised
upon it. It is on this account that I have
felt it necessary to detain the House so
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long, pointing to the fact that the Crown
had coneeded territorial rights to the
Provinees, and that by the British North
Anmerica Act those rights were confirmed.
But to pursue my quotations :

~““1t is contended that these rights in the sea
are national or public rights, which are vested
in the Sovereign merely as trustee for the com-
munity. Here, however, it is necessary to
make a distinction.

“The Sovereign of this country is the
suprenie head of the nation, and as such vested
with the executive power of protecting the in-
terests and vindicating the rights of the people
against any outrage or invasion by foreign
states. But the rights which belong to the
Crown are of two different kinds : 1st—The
jus publicum which belongs to the monarch in
jurisdiction and sovereign right, and which may
be held as a mere trust for behoof of the public;
and 2nd.—The jus privatum under which the
Sovereign possesses the land and sea adjoining
the coast as a patrimonial property, so far as it is
capable of appropriation. * * *

¢ The public rights belonging to the Crown
are inalienable, while the private ones. being
capable of yielding profit, may be retained or
alienated to a subject.”

The distinction upon whkich I insist is
here most clearly drawn, and confirms
the view which I have endeavoured to
place before vou, that whilst as regards
the jus publicum the right of legislation
is conferred upon Parliament, the jus
privatum has been granted to the Pro-
vinces and continues to reside in them.
I may be told that the propositions which
I have read refer simply to salmon fishing
which is regarded as more valuable than
other fisheries. . There are, however, not
wanting other cases to show how specifi-
cally fisheries are included under the
designation of royalties; cases to show
that fisheries extending two miles from
the shore granted by the Crown have
been held to be well granted. But it is
needless to adduce further authorities
upon the right of the Crown in that
respect, when we have the authority of the
right hon. the Prime Minister himself inthe
passage which I have read in your hearing.
Now it is quite appropriate here to refer
to the grant made in 1844 to Nova Scotia
of the casual and territorial rights of the
Crown, The same words are there em-
ployed, “land, mines and minerals, and
royalties.” If, then, the fisheries be within
the designation of royalties if they were
to be considered property which pertained
to the Crown, I hold that under that Act,
an Act having its operation during the
lifetime of Her present Majesty, the

Mze. RicHzy.
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control of those lands, mines, minerals
and royalties, were made over to the
various Provincesin consideration of their
assuming the charge of the civil list of the
Provinces at that time, and except so far
as the territorial rights and revenues thus
granted to the Provinces are taken away
by the Act of Confederation, they remain
in the respective Provinces. I next
enquire, if those Fisheries were vested
as property in the Provinces could
any right therein be justly ceded
even by Treaty without their consent?
In his ¢ Manual of International Law,”
President Woolsey remarks :

““An interesting question here arises whether

the Treaty making power in a federative union
like the United States can alienate the domain
of one of the States without its consent.”
The alienation here I admit is not of the
domain, but it is of a right in that pro-
perty, a property which, it is contended,
is still in the Province. The same writer
argues :

¢ A States’ territorial right gives no power to
the ruler to alienate a part of the territory in
the way of barter or sale, as was done in feudal
times. In other words, the right is a public or
political and not a personal one. Nor, in jus-
tice, cau the State itself alienate a portion of
its territory without the consent of the inhabi-
tants residing upon the same, and if in treaties

of cession this is done after conquest it is only
the acknowledgment of an unavoidable fact.”

T have read to you the words of the right
hon. leader of the Government in connec-
tion with the explanation he made regard-
ing the right of property in Canada to thoss
Fisheries—to the effect that there was a
sale of them. It was pro tanto a sale.
1t wasa lease or license of those privileges
to a foreign power. And here I may
quote from Chancellor Kent who, in his
work on International Law, whilst ad-
mitting it to be a clear principle that
private rights may be sacrificed by Treaty
to secure the public safety, claims that the
Government would be bound to make
compensation and indemnity to the indi-
vidualswhose rights had been surrendered.
T also call to mind a case which was
brought betore this Parliament, by one
no longer living, but whose name, I am
sure, is cherished with respect by all who
had the hnnour of his acquaintance, and
were conversant with his ability. I refer
to the late Hon. Hilliard Cameron, who,
when the Bill to ratity the Treaty was
under discussion, and when he was advo-
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cating its acceptance on the ground that
there was nothing inconsistent in accept-
ing a pecuniary recompense for the
privileges conferred, adverted to the fact,
in eonnection with the Ashburton Treaty,
that when it was found that Maine had
not agreed, General Jackson said : “ Agree
to the Treaty and we will give you
$1,200,000!” Muaine, however, would not
agree. A new Treaty was made, and
Maine thought she ought to have a Com-
missioner, and there was a doubt whether
the United States could take her territory
without her consent ; and subsequently
she did consent, and was paid for her
territorial rights, though awarded less
than she had previously refused. I am
quite conscious, Mr. Speaker, that I am
referring to cases and authorities which
cover, in strictness, only the actual cession
of territory or private rights, but they
announce and illustrate a prinziple which
isapplicable to the case before you; and I
feel that I may trust with confidence to the
members of this House to make a pro-
"per application of that principle.
Such, then, Mr. Speaker, are the facts
and arguments which appear to me to
lend some countenance to the resolutions
introduced by the hon. member for In-
verness (Mr. MacDonnell), which give
colourtothe contention he has put forward,
that fishery rights are territorial rights
belonging to the various Provinces. I
confess that whilst I feel how strongly
they do tend to substantiate that claim, I
recognise that they are in the nature of
a legal argument on which the minds of
legal gentlemen might differ. I feel it is
rather a precise statement of the rights
of those Provinces to place before this
House, and to ask it immediately to
endorse. The question as to whether
they are strictly territorial rights of the
Provinces might well be deemed a subject
for further consideration, and to be decid-
ed by another tribunal. Therefore,
whilst I have drawn out these arguments,
I present them as leading to other con-
siderations, and feeling that it is not
desirable to call upon the House to decide
this question of abstract right. I will
venture to propose an amendment, which
I hope will meet the views of those whe
contend strongly for the territorial rights

being in the Provinces, and will
also be acceptable to those who are
not prepared to go so far. T!
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believe that without one word of the
argument which T have addressed to the
House, there are other considerations to
be taken into account sufficient to induce
the House to decide that this Awsrd
should be appropriated to thedifferent Pro-
vinces whose inhabitants are affected by
the cession of privileges in their Fisheries.
The first of these considerations to which
I desire to draw attention is, that this
Treaty is limited in its operation to cer-
tain Provinces—to Quebec, Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick and Prince Edward Is-
land ; and it was so limited of set pur-
poses and with a special design. Here,
again, I must refer to the speech of the
right hon. leader of the Government in
introducing the Bill to give effect to the
Treaty. He said:

¢TIt will be remembered that we havenot
given all eur Fisheries away, the Treaty only
applies to the Fisheries of the old Provinces
of Canada, and in order that the area should
not be widened, it is provided that it shall only
apply to the Fisheries of Quebec, Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island,
50 that the Treaty does not -allow the Ameri-
cans to have acce:s tothe Pacific Coast l'ish-
eries, nor yet to the inexhaustible and price-
less Fisheries of the Hudson’s Bay. Those are
great sources of revenue yet undeveloped, but
after the Treaty is ratified, they will develope
rapidly, and m twelve years from now when
the two nations sit down to reconsider the cir-
cumstances, and readjust the Treaty it will be
found that other and great wealth will beat
the disposal of the Dominion. I may be asked,
though | have not seen that the point has ex-
cited any observation, why were not the pro-
ducts of the Lake Fisheries laid open to both
nations, and in reply I may say that these
Fisheries were excepted at my instance. The
Canadian Fisheries on the porth shores of the
great lakes are most valuable. By a judicious
system of preservation and protection we have
greatly increased that source of wealth. Itis
also known that from a concurrence of circum-
stances and from situation the Fisheries on the
south shores are not nearly so valuable as ours,
and it therefore appeared that if we once al-
lowed the American fishermen to have admis-
sion to our waters, with their various engines
of destruction, all the care taken for many
years to cultivate that source of wealth wculd
be disturbed, injured, and prejudiced, and
there would be no end of quarrels and dis-
satisfaction, in our narrow waters, and no real
Reciprocity, and therefore, that Canada would
be much better off by preserving her own In-
land Lake Fisheries to herself, and have no
right to enter the American market with the
produacts of those Fisheries. This was the
reason why the Lake Fisheries were not in-
cluded in this arrangement.”

Then, if those Fisheries are bartered
away, and the Fisheries of Ontario,
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British Columbia and Hudson’s Bay, re-
presented as being so magnificent, are re

tained and protected, what object in-
duced the sale of the Fishery rights of the
Nova Scotians, New Brunswickers,
Prince Edwsrd Islanders and the people of
Quebec ? The object was the mainten-
ance of peace ; and, therefore, it wgs not
inappropriate in me to cite from the
writers on International Law, passages to
show that, where a Treaty is made in the
interest of peace, compensation is due to
those whose interests are affected. The
object aimed at in this Treaty, and the
reason why we were compelled to surrender
those privileges in our waters, was for the
preservation of peace. ¢ It was known,”
said the right hon. gentleman—-—

‘It was known that what was commonly
known ss ‘the Alabama claims’ was a subject
of dispute between the two countrier, involving
the gravest consequences and that hitherto the
results had been most satisfactory. An
attempt had been made to settle the question
by what was known as the Johrson-Clarendon
Treaty, but that Treaty had been rejected by
the United States authorities. No long as this
question remained unsettled between the two
nations there was no possibility of the old
friendly relaticns that had so Jong existed
between them being restored, and England
felt that it was of the first importance to her
that those amicable relations should be restored.
It was not only her desire to be in the most
friendly positicn towards a country which was
80 closely assceiated with her by every tie, by
common origin, by ccmmen interest, by cem-
mon language, but it was also her interest to
have every cloud removed between the two
nations, because +he bad reason to feel that her
porition with respect to the other great powers
of the world was greatly affected, by the
knowledge which those other nations had of the
position of affairs between the United States
and herself. The prestige of Great Britain as a
power was affected most seriously by the
absence of an enfente cordiale between the two
nations, * * * And, Sir, in my
opinion, it was of greater consequenc: to
Canada than to England, at least of as great
consequence, that the Alabama question should
be settled (cheers). Sir, England has promised
us, and we have all faith in that promise, that
in case of war, the whole force of the Empire
shou!d be exerted in our defence (cheers).
What would have been the position of Eng-
land, and what would have been the position
of Canacda, if she had been called upon to use
her whole force to defend us, when engaged in
conflict elsewhere. Canada would, as a matter
of course, in case of war between England and
the United States, be the battle ground.
We should be the sufferers, our country

would be devastated, our people slanghtered |

and our pri perty destroyed; and while Eng-
land would, I believe, under all ¢'rcumstances,

faithfully perform her promise to the utmost | Whole.
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(ckeers), she would be greatly impeded in
carrying cut her desire, if engaged elsewhere.
It was therefore. as much the interest of this
Dominion as of England, that the Alabama and
all other questions thatin apy way threatened
the disturbance of the peaceful relations be-
tween the two countries should be settled and
adjusted.’

And that, let me say, refers very specially
to Canada proper. Encompassed as we
are by the navy of England, we have lit-
tle fear of the consequences of a war
between England and any other power.
We know her fleets will ride in our
waters, and that we shall be secure. It
does not so much concern those whose
Fisheries have been given away as those
who live by the inland waters. The in-
terior of the country would be devastated
by a war. This, then, brings the Treaty
and the cessions made under it clearly
within the rule I have already stated.
For what has the pecuniary compensation
been given? What should have been

aimed and what was aimed at
in that Treaty? Reciprocity of trade.
Had you obtained the markets of

the United States for the coal of Nova
Scotia, the lumber of New Brunswick,
and the agricultural products of Prince
Edward Island, we should not, perhaps,
have been urging so strongly this conten-
tion, and our resources would bave re-
ceived a great development in those in-
dustries. The hon. the Premier strove, I
know, for those advantages. It was this
Parliament that interposed, by a precipi-
tate repeal of duties, and took away from
him the power he could have vsed so well.
He then had to carry on that Treaty, and
as he professed, when he introduced the
Bill to ratify it, if it had not been for the
action of Parliament, he might have been
calling on the House to confirm the Treaty
that embraced those articles of coal
and lumber. Is it mnot plain, from
every aspect from which this case can
be viewed, that the privileges in those
waters which pertain to the Maritime
Provinces alone have been taken and ceded
to the United States, and compensation
has been paid for them ; and is it not the
merest equity and justice that those whose
privileges have been granted away should
receive the compensation obtained ? Then,
Sir, it is alleged that those privileges have
been granted to the detriment of the fish-
ermen and of the Maritime Provincesasa
Anything that injures the Nova
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Scotia fishing industry, for example, most
materially affects the whole Province, as
the value of its exports of fish is just
twice as much as the value of all the
other products combined. With regard
to the destructive character of the fishing
carried on by the Americans on our coasts,
I need only remind the House of the facts
presented in the discussion last Session,
relative to their use of purse seines and
trawls, and to the testimony taken on this
subject at Halifax and elswhere. All the
evidence goes to show that the Americans,
after having depleted their own Fisheries,
are now engaged in the process of destroy-
ing ours, and that in five or six vears, if
their present course of conduct be pur-
sued, ournobleFisheries, yielding millions
upon millions of dollars., will bLecome a
mere reminiscence. Imight cite abundant
evidence in support of this view, but will
content myself with some statements
which we are all bound to respect. On
page 220 of the published Debates of last
Session of Parliament,Iind the foliowing
utterances of the hon. the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries -—

¢“The Commission had esta®lished the fact,
that the practice now prevailing of u-ing the
seines would, if persevered in, entirely destroy
the Fisheries. * * * Some of these pets
were 250 fathoms long; with them they
surrounded and cacght all kinds of fish in
lirge uantities, inciuding the small and coarser
fish, whicn wusually supplied food te our
valu:bie cod-fishery. * * * If these
F.sheries were desiroyed—as they certainly
would be if this practice contizued—the
$5,000,000 would be no compensation for their
loss to the Maritime I rovinces.”
I will refer also to George R. Young's
letters to Hon. Mr. Stanley, which says:

““ And upon whom does that loss devoive?
Tp n the pecple of the Maritime Provinces—
uwpon that eghty or a hundred thousand
hardy sons of the sea-coast, to whom Sir
George Cartier pointed, during the debates
preceding Confederation, as yuvur resource in
case of confliet with a maritine power, wh- ther
upon your coasts or in your lakes, or wherever
daty might call them.

¢TIt does not fall upon the pecple of On-
tario, of the Far-West, of British Columbia ;
tiey were care’ully exempted from the
o)eration of this Treaty, as I have already
s10wn.”
Tais is not a new thing in our experience.
T might refer to the evidence of the des-
tructive course pursued by the American
fishermen under former Treaties. Now,
this loss devolves upon the people of the
Maritime Provinces, upon those 80,000

I
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or 100,000 seamen, upon whom you must
rely, if at any time it should be necessary
to have them rally to your support and
defence, upon the lakes of Canada as well
as upon her coasts. The loss does not
fall upon the people of Ontario and the
west, who arve protected in the enjoy-
ment of their Iisheries. Is it then not
plain, altogether apart {from strict
technical construction and interpretations,
upon the bread prineiples of National Law
and the immutable principles of justice
 that if, to the detriment of a portion of
. the community, you concede great privi-
leges to a foreign mation, you are bound
to compensate that portion of the com-
munity for the injury you have done
them, When I contend for an indemniiy
to those Provinces, 1 may be told that
this Award is not given as an indemnity
for damage done, but only as the yrice of
privileges conferred, the price for licen-
sing those Fisheries, and that because the
Dominion Government has sapreme cou-
trol over all legislation respecting them,
it has the power to legislate then away
and place the price in the Domiuion
Treasury. If it be truc that
there rests in you this supreme pre-
dominant power—that Nova Scodia has
surrendered to you her main source of
wealth, that she brought so rich a dowry,
I have only to express the hope that you
will, at least, be generous to ler, out of
her own resources, and not force hier torue
the day when she iiukcd her destiny to
yours. I may be told that, because the
burden of protection or detence falls upen
the general Exchequer, the Dominion is
entitled to receive this money. To thatl
have several answers. In the first place,
she assumed that burden of protecting
the Fisheries as a part of her duty under
Confederation, without any eye to the
compensation she is now receiving; it
was a portion of the charge that devolved
upon her when she assumed the duties of
defence ; it is a burden which she assumed,
not as regards those Provinces alone, who:e
interests are now at stake, but as regards
all the whole Domiuion ; and further, it
is a duty which to-day she continues to
discharge, as regards the western Pro-
vinces, whilst, by the operation of this
Treaty, she is largely relieving herself of
her obligation in that vespect to the
Maritime Provinces. I believe that to-
day, owing to the fact of our being able
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to withdraw the marine police, you must
be saving at least some $50,000 as s
consequence of this very Treaty. 1
find that the amount which has been
expended for protection wherethe Fisheries
are small is high in comparison with the
amount expended upon thiose vast Fisheries
of Nova Scotia. And further, the Do-
minion has not assumed, and I think I
will be justified in saying the Dominion
does not intend to assume, the fuil duty
of Protection in regard to our Fisheris.
I remember some years ago the question
was asked, I think in the Senate, regard-
ing the amount expended for the protec-
tion of the Fisheries by Canada. Inthat
year it was $84,000. The inquirer went
on to ask what was the amount expended
by Britain. The hon. Minister could not
give a very correct answer, but said it
must have been some hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars. Then we have the
observation made by the right hon. the
Premier that Britain was obliged to come
to our rescue. We have the late Mr.
Harrison, in that debate upon the Treaty
to which I have so frequently referred,
asking as a point to be made in favour of
its acceptance, what would be the value
of our Fisheries without the protection of
Great Britain, and urging that, in order
to secure the protection of Britain it was
necessary to confirm this Treaty. This
matter of protection, moreover, is one
which the Provinces were led to expect
would be fully and faithfully performed.
The Hon. George Brown, in the speech
which he delivered at the time when the
scheme of Union was under discussion—
and I suppose at that time no one was more
fully authorised to speak for those who
were connected with the negotiations than
he—referred especially to the advantages
which would be derived by the Maritime
Provinces from entering into this Union.
Referring to the fact that, under the
Reciprocity Treaty, the fishing by Ameri-
cans in our waters had rapidly increased,
and to the effect of the repeal of that
Treaty on the American fishing fhterests,
he said : '

* The repeal of Reciprocity on the American
fishing mnterest. The Americans, in 1851, had
engaged in the cod and mackerel fishing, in
our waters, shipping to the extent of 129 014
tons—but under the influence of the Reci-
procity Treaty it rose, in 1861, to 192,662—an
increase, in ten years, of upwards of 63,000 tons,
or fifty per cent. (Hear, hear). The repeal
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of Reciprocity will give us back all this increase,
and more, for it will be a very different thing
in the future from what it was formerly, to
poach on our fishing grounds, when these pro-
vinces are united and determined to protect the
Fisheries of the Gulf. This fishing interest is
one which may be cultivated to an extent
difficult, perhaps, for many of us to conceive.
But we have only to look at the amount of fish
taken from our waters by the Americans and
other nations, and the advantages we possess,
to percieve that, if we apply ourselves, as a
united people, to foster that trade, we can
vastly increase the great traffic we now
enjoy.”

That was the prospect which was held
out to the Maritime Provinces, and we
are here to-night, in full view of the fact
that these interests, which were to have
been held so sacredly and exclusively, are
now enjoyed only in common with citi-
zens of the adjoining Republic, and we
are here discussing the question whether
the compensation, awarded for that con-
cession, is to be apportioned to the Pro-
vinces which suffer from it or not. I
have but one word further to say in con-
nection with this subject, and it is to ask
you to consider the precedent you may
establish ; for if this House decides, by
its vote, that the money, which has been
received as an equivalent for these privi-
leges, is to be absorbed by the Dominion,
I say it will be to establish an evil prece-
dent, It will be to hold out to some
succeeding Administration, perhaps that
when pressed for means, there are rich
resources to which they can apply. But,
Mr. Speaker, I shrink from any such
suggestion, and only say that it is estab-
lishing a precedent which is evil, when it
can even be made to point to such a possi-
bility as that. Has not this Dominion, as
such, benefitted enough by the Washing-
ton Treaty, in the amount saved from the
protection of the Fisheries, and in the
fact that, by our acceptance of this Treaty,
you obtained from the Imperial Govern-
mentja guarantee of u loan of £2,500,000 ?
For what purpose? Not to be ex-
pended in  improvements in the
Maritime Provinces, but for the
purpose of extending your canals
and aiding the Pacific Railway. Those
advantages reaped by the Dominion as
consequences of its acceptance of the
Washington Treaty should render it the
more ready to view the Award in the
light of the obligation to regard the in-
terest of the Provinces peculiarly affected.
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To summarise my argument, it is this :
Whilst I bave claimed that though the
supreme legislative power exists in the
Dominion, there remains a right of pro-
perty in the Maritime Proviuces which
ought not to be granted away without
compensation. I have also said that I
do not wish to rely solely upon a strict
legal argument, a stringent interpretation
of the Act of Confederation. I prefer to
base my appeal to this House upon other
grounds as well. I would place before
you then the following propositions: By
the Act of Confederation you have re-
ceived, as you contend, such legislative
authority as entitles you to dispose atwill
of the main source of wealth of one of the
most important Provinces within your
Dominion. I say one of the most im-
portant Provinces, for I have confined
myself very much in advocating this ques-
tion, to the position of the Province of
Nova Scotia, not, however, with any dis-
position to ignore the claims of the other
Provinces, and I may say that I think
Prince Edward Island establishes a pecu-
liarly strong claim. No one, in my
opinion, can read the letter of Earl Kim-
berly, in which he urges upon the Gov-
ernment of that Island the acceptance of
this Treaty, upon the ground of compen-
sation to be made, without feeling that
such an appeal being made by the Gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island whilst
it was a sepavate Province, entitles it to
consideration ; but I have confined myself
so much to the case of Nova Scotia, be-
cause there were certain grounds which T
felt I could, in this way, more strongly
urge. I say then, that even if we
assume your possession of the power
you claim as flowing from your
legislative authority ; that power of
legislation was a trust to be exercised
beneficially for those over whose domain
it extended. Under the pressure of Im-
perial interests you have used that legis-
lative authority to ratify a Treaty which
confers privileges upon the citizens of a
foreign nation, and you havereceived com-
pensation for so-doing. By every prin-
ciple of public law and national morality,
the indemnity should follow the damage.
The damage to the Provinces is proved
even to the extent on the authority of
your own Minister, specially conversant
with the circumstancss of the imminent
destruction of the Fisheries, in which you
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have sold those rights. By reason of that
sale, you have not damnified the remain-
ing portions of the Dominion, but pro-
tected them ; and you have not placed in
the Treasury of the Dominion any fur-
ther charge than previously existed.
On the contrary you have, for a time,
withdrawn the protection which, under
your compact with the Provinces, im-
plied if not clearly expressed, you were
bound to afford. You have at the same
time relieved the Treasury of a burden
which would otherwise have devolved
upon it. T ask this House, then, to con-
sider fully and fairly the question which
is now placed before it; to consider the
ultimate as well asthe immediate con-
sequences of the course which it may see
fit to adopt. In pursuance of the notice
which I have already given to the House,
I beg leave to move that the resolutions
proposed to be submitted to che Com-
mittee of the Whole be amended as
follows :—

In the third Resolution all the words after
‘‘’That” be expunged, and the following inserted
instead thereof :—*‘ the privileges so accorded
to the citizens of the United States are in dero-
gation of the rights of British subjects, which
enured to the benefit of the people of the
different Provinces to which the Fisheries in
which they were granted are adjacent, respec-
tively.”

In the seventh Resolution all after the
word ‘‘That” be expunged, and the following
inserted instead thereof:—*‘in the opinion of
this House, the Provinces of Quebec, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward
Island, are entitled to an appropriation of the
Award, in such a manner as to aff.ird to the
inhabitants of the said several Provinces, tle
full benefit of the same in proportion to tke
value of the privileges conceded upon tke
coasts and in the waters of those Provinces,
respectively. "

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD : For
once during this Session we have heard
the argument on a serious question, car-
ried on upon its own merits. We have
heard no personalities, no imputations of
motives, no animosities used in this argu-
ment, and I can congratulate the House
and my hon. friend, and I can congratulate
the interests he has advocated so ably be-
fore this House. The case is of a two-fold
aspect—political and legal. My hon.
friend has, after an able argument
as to the legal rights of the case and the
legal position of the Maritime Provinces,
concluded his speech by some remarks as
regards the position of the Province in a
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political and in a financial sense ; and he
has strongly and eloquertly appealed to
this House, and tlLrough this House to
the country, as to the sacrifices and the
losses which the Maritime Provinces have
sustained by the loss of their rights in the
waters surrounding their coasts. 1
am not at all unwilling to admit every
right of the Maritime Provinces to a con-
sideration of all the circumstances of the
case, I am quite willing to consider their
fair claims to consideration at the hands
of this House in the protection of those
rights which are said to be so inestimable
and so extremely valuable, and in the
development and encouragement of those
rights, I may say that I believe sinee Con-
faderation there has been a uniform
action on the part of the Dominion Gov-
ernment to try and develop them, and to
protect them from aggression and invasion,
We lave done that with no mniggard
hand, and, until the time that the Treaty
threw open those waters to the American
fishermen, this country was placed, asthe
hon. gentleman bhas truly stated, in such
a position as that she was obliged to
assume the obligation, which she did
most willingly, to protect those Fisheries
and rights, and expended lavishly all the
means of the country in their protection.
I feel, however, that, in the discussion of
this subject, not only my hon. friend, but
myself, more especially, asa member of the
Government, as well asevery hon. mereber
of this House, must observe a due degree
of reticence. 1 am unable, in the interests
of‘the country, as a whole, and in the
interests of the Maritime Provinces them-
selves, to enter, without restriction, with-
out limitation, into the discussion of this
subject. 'We all must remember that the
‘Washington Treaty is of a limited dura-
tion. We all know the expressed inten-
tion of the American Government to put
an end to that Treaty. Unless they change
that determination, at the earliest moment
possible, in a few years we will be placed
back in the same position we occupied in
1871, and, therefore, every word that any
member of Parliament may use in this
House, and more especially every word
that may be used by a member of the

Government or a leading member
of the Opposition, who may fairly
be supposed to enter into any

succeeding Government—every . expres-
sion used will be carefully watched and
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quoted as e sidence against Canada, against
ts interests, and against the interests of
the Maritime Provinces, and of those
Fisheries, in any new negotiatiens that
may be undertaken, some three or four
or five years hence ; and, therefore, I feel
myself obliged to deprive myself of a
great portion of the argument which
otherwise I might use in strengthening
and supporting the case of the Dominion,
and the claim and right of the Dominian,
on every principle of equity as well
as of strict law, to the amount of
the Award found in the case.
I will only say one thing with respect to
that. 'While Canada has assumed, while
the Dominicn has undertaken the defence
and the protection of these Fisheries,
while that duty is thrown upon her by
the Act of Union, while we have in view
the limited duration of the Washington
Treaty, we cannct avoid remembering
all the cost, all the expense, all the re-
sponsibility of this protection, of this
defence, and that it must fall upon the
Dominion as a whole—on the Dominion
Treasury—while all the benefits of these
Fisheries accrue to the several Maritime
Provinces. In the past the Maritime Pro-
vinces have bzen, and they will be, during
the continuance of this Treaty, which
was effected in 1871, the only practical
gainers. So much for the appeal to the
House,—a just appeal, a reasonable ap-
peal, and one which this Parliament, and
previous Parliaments, have acknowledged.
We have alwaysacknowledged the obli-
gation to provide for the protection and
development of the Fisheries. Before
the Washington Treaty, we guarded the
coasts of the Maritime Provinces with a
fleet of our own, as well as that of the
Imperial Government; and now, during
every Parliament, each Government, at
every Session, has voted some provision
for the protection, for the development of
the Fishery interests, and for the lighting
of the coasts, so essential to the successful
prosecution and enlargement of the fish-
ing trade. As to the legal ques ion, in
the first place, it seems 4o me that- the
exclusive right of legislation, and the
administration of legislation, is vested in
this Parliament. The British North
America Act declares that the Dominion
Purliament is to have the sole and ex-
clusive right of legislation respecting
these Fisheries, and that the Dominion
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Government must be charged with the
protection of all iuterests relating to the
Fisheries. Cunada hasits coasts, as Eng-
Jand has its coasts. The coasts ot Eng-
land belong to England, to the people of
England—to the people inland as well as
to those on the shores and coasts. When
Canada was formed into one great Do-
minion, the coasts of each Province---the
coasts of Quebec, the coasts of Nova
Scotia, the coasts of New Brunswick, and
the coasts of Prinece Edward Island—be-
came the coasts of the Dominion ; and
with these coasts, go all the Fisheries, and
all the seas, and all the wealth of the
Provinces, to form the Fisheries, the seas,
and wealth of the Dominion. - The argu-
ment of my hon. friend is based princi-
pally on the language used in the British
North America Act, which provides that
all lands, mines, minerals and royalties
belonging to the several Provinces, and
so on, shall belong to the several Pre-
vinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotin
and New Bruunswick, in which the same
are situated or arise.  Fisheries arc not
lands, mines, or minerals, nor do they
come within the term “royalties.” We
know what ‘“royalties” means. My hon.
friend has quoted some authorities show-
ing that sovereignties and regalities are
the same things. But “royalties” has a
distinct signitication at law. The word
‘““royalty” in this application, and its evi-
dent use in the British North America
Act, is limited by the ordinary use and
signification of the term. The word
arose in its limited legal sense. In its
large or general sense the word “royalty ”
signifies all that belongs to the Sovereign ;
in its colloquial sense in the English
language “royalty” means all that per-
tains to the royal person, dignity and
rank and prerogative. In the legal sense
it arose in this way: we know that in
England, no matter who may be the owner
‘of the soil, still under the law of England
the royal mines mean those mines of gold
and silver belonging exclusively to the
Sovereign, and that the fact that the
owner of the soil may have the fee
simple in the land does not give that
owner any right' or claim to the gold
or silver mines on his estate; thoese
belong to the Sovereign, and, when
grants were made either to the owner of
the soil or to strangers from that owner,
the Crown was in the habit of claiming

75

[ApriL 7, 1880.] Maritime Province Claims. 1185

and insisting upon an annual compen-
sation, a compensation as to uantity,

j which compensation, in either case, was

called the ¢ royalty;” it was a recom-
pense to the Sovereign for handing over
that portion of the Royal mines. Hence
the expression ‘‘royalty,” and this ex-
pression has been extended to every kind
of charge of that nature, whether by the
Sovereign or by the owner of any mine
of any kind, whether a mine of gold or
of silver, or of iron, of copper, or any
other mineral whatever; the word bas
come to be applied to the rental, charge,
or compensation made for the uceofa
mine. I say, therefore, that this woxd
“royalty ” was evidently so used in the
British North America Act; and, conse-
quently, in this sense, it does not apply
to the Fisheries ; it does not apply to the
soil over which the seas flow. My lon.
friend has truly stated that the argument
that the Crown is supposed to own and
does actually own the three miles of sea
outside the coast, has no connection with
this right of fishing. By the general law
of nations the sea is common toall; the
right of fishing in the sea is comimon to
all the world, that is the general prin-
ciple laid down by all International
writers. The limitation which has been
imposed upon that universal right, the
limitation of three miles of the sea,
bounding the coast, was introduced and
finally established by different nations for
the purposss of national defences; it was
not thought safe to allow foreigners, in

no way interested in the welfare
and affairs of a nation, it was not
thought safe or prudent 1o allow

them to enter upon your coasts ; and it
came thus to be established, by Interna-
tional comity, as a principal of Interna-
tional Law, that three miles from the
coast of any nation belongs exclusively
to that nation, and that foreigners are to
be excluded from that limit ; but, subject
to that limitation—which was established,
asThavesaid,fromthenecessity ofexcluding
aliens from the coasts, and for protecting
these coasts from any probable hostile at-
tacks—the sea belougs to every one. Then,
as regards the Fisheries within these limits
of three miles, foreigners are excluded ;
but the seas within that limit do not be-
long, nor do the fish in those seas, nor the
right of fishing in those waters, be-
long to any particular portion of the
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population ; they do not belong exclu-
sively to the people on the coasts ; but
just as the right of fishing in the waters
surrounding England, Ireland and Scot-
land, belongs to the whole of the popula-
tion—both to the people on the coast and
to the people inland—and to the people,
not only of England, Ireland and Scot-
land, hut of all the dependencies of the
British Empire, to every British subject
in fact, so also does the right of fishingin
these waters surrounding the coasts of the
Marvitime Provinces of Canada belong to
every British subject; and a man living
in the centre or any other part of Ontario
or the Dominion, if he chooses to go, has
the same right to fish within these three
miles of the coasts of Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick or Prince Edward Island as
the people ot those several Provinces
have; he has precisely the same right ;
it is no exclusive right. If I choose, [ have
a perfect right to go and fish there without
being interfered with by the fishermen
of those coasts, Every British subject

las that right; it is a common
right, and, being a common right,

it cannot be claimed exclusively for
the coast inhabitants or for those living
in the different Maritime Provinces. So,
when Confederation was consummated,
when these several Provinces consented to
surrender their entities, and to be merged
in the Dominion, the coasts of Nova
Scotia, of New Brunswick, and of Prince
Edward Island ceased for ever, for they
became the coasts of the Dominion of
Canada ; their waters became the waters
of the Dominion of Canada, and their
Fisheries became the Fish.ries of the
Dominion of Canada. Now, I have con-
tended that the word ““royalty ” applies
in no way to Fisheries ; but, even suppos-
ing, for the sake of argument, that it did
apply to the prerogative right of the
Crown ; supposing the argument of my
hon. friend to be true to the fullest
extent, and that the Crown did hand over
to these several Provinces theseroyalties or
sovereign rights, and proprietary territorial
rights ; supposing all this, then I say that
the Crown could only hand over that which
it had to hand over; it could not hand
over the right of fishing, which was not
in the power of the Crown either to with-
hold or give; it might be given or with-
held by Parliament, but the Crown could
not hand over any royalties, any sovereign
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rights, which it had not. The right of
fishing is a common right—within three
miles ot the coast—of all the subjects of
Her Majesty ; it is one of the communa

Jura belonging to every British subject,

and a grant or conveyance of royalties

does mnot convey this common right,

simply because not being a royalty, it

does not ceme within the term. My hon.

friend has quoted a case which at first

would appear to be at variance with the

principle I am laying down——the case of
Gamel versus Commissioners of Forests,

Woods and Fisheries, in the Queen’s Appeal

Cases—but I find that in that case the

decision is not at all a decision on the law

of England, or according to tke law of

England. It is a case which arose in

Scotland, and which is based on Scotch

law only. T find that, in that case, the

whole argument of counsel, and $he whole

decision of the Courts, are based upon the

law of Scotland, no reference being made

to the general law of England oun this

subject ; and on a proper ex:mination of

the case you tfind that the feudal right

held by the Sovereign, as Queen of Scot-

land, still existed, and to a larger extent
than by the law of England, and the

decision was that it was clear, therefore,

that the salmon fisheries in Scotland were

the property of the Crown, and that the
Commissioners of Fisheries, Woods and

Forests were the proper parties to pursue,

on behalf of Her Majesty. But even in
this case we find, even with respect to the

law of Scotland, that it is not held to be a
right in the nature of a royalty. It is

part of the private estate of the Sovereign,
more in the nature of regality, as distinct

from a royalty ; the latter is not one of
the privata patrimonia held by the Sove-
reign to support the royal dignity ; the
privata patrumonia do mnot, even under
the law of Scotland, come within the

meaning of the term “royalty.” But, as_
regards England, the law is laid down,
again and again, in the words of Chitty,
in his work on the Prerogatives of
the Crown, that :

‘“The King has an undoubted sovereignty
atd jurisdiction, which he has immemorially
exercised, through the medium of the Admiralty
Courts, over the British Seas, that is the seas
which encompass the four sides of the British
Islands, and other seas, arms of seas and navig-
able rivers (but not unmavigable rivers, these
belonging to the owners of the adjacent soil)
within and immediately connected with the
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territories subject to his sway. The law of
nations and the constitution of the country
have clothed the sovereign with this power
that he may defend his gpeople and
protect their commercial interests. By implica-
tion of law the property in the soil, under these
public waters, 1s alsoin the king. But in this,
as also in most other instances, the prerogative
deces not counteract or interfere with the
natural right of tbe public to fishin the sca,
in arms of the sea, ard in creeks and navigable
rivers, and to take fish found on the sca shore
between high and Jow water mark, This is one
of the jura publica or communa, which never
was vested exclusively in the Crown, and, of
conrsze. is not to be considered as a legal
franchise.”

It is a public right, a common right, a
right belonging to everyone and, there-
fore, it has never been held to be a regal
franchise—a royalty—and if not a royalty
is not conveyed in the grant of all the
royalties to anyone in  this Province.
True, the 1ight of protecting the sea and
the right of ownership of the land
helongs to the Crown; ftrue, a
ceneral sovereignty exists over those
waters, and over the land in those
waters, but the Fisheries and the right of
using them do not become vested in the
Crown, but are commena jura—belonging
to all the people, and can, therefore, not be
granted by the Crown.
argument fails. I contend that the rights
of legislation involve the rights of admin-
istration, and that the rights of administra-
tion and the responsibility forced upon
the Administration, must be correlative,
and all the advantages that are to be
gained by that legislation must pertain to
the authority which, in the first place, is
acted upon by legislation, and then by
the Administration which carries out that
legislation, I beg leave to move in
amendment :

That all the words after ¢“That” be ex-
punged, as also, the proposed amendment
thereto, and the following inserted instead
thercof :—¢ By the British North America Act,
1867, the sea coast and inland Fiskeries in the
Dominion and the control, regulation and pro-
tection thercof were vested in the Government
and Parliament of Canada.

** That the responsibility and duty of regulat-
ing and protecting such Fisheries were, from 1s¢
July, 1857, undertaken by the Federal Gov-
ernment and Legislature.

‘* That great expense was thereby cast upon
and defrayed from the Dominion Treasury.

¢ That such responsibility cannot constitu-
tionally be surrendered or tramsferred to any of
the Provinces, and if it were possible to do so
the transfer would be injurious to the best in-
terests of the Provinces, more immediately

If that is so, the'
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concerned in the development of the Fisheries,
as they would be alike lesally and pecuniarily
unable to bear the burthen and afford the
necessary protection,

‘‘That the duty of fostering and protecting
the Fisheries is certain to entail great expense
on the Dominion in the future.

“That such cxpenditure and the public
advantage to be derived therefrom are correla-
tive, and that the portion of the Fishery Award
paid over to Canada coustitutionally aund of
right belongs to the Dominion of Canada.”

I would ask, what would be the conse-
quences to the Maritime Provinces, which
are more immediately concerned than any
other, if that doctrine were to obtain? Do
you suppose that if the people of Canada,
that if the people inland in Canada, were
not interested inthe Fisheriesimmediately,
they would willingly bear the chief burden
of the protection and developmeut of
those Fisheries ; and that, in case of
those rights being assailed, in case
of possible hostilities being threatened,
that the whole responsibility would
be thrown on the people of the
Dominion, the sole advantage for
which, pecuniary and otherwise, was to
be enjoyed at the expense and cost of the
whole of Her Majesty’s subjects in this
country, and thatthe Maritime Provinces
should have all the property and the rest
of Her Majesty’s subjects should have
the responsibility. It is not in human
nature to suppose that the Legislature
of Canada, that the majority of repre-
sentatives here, representing inland con-
stituencies, would agree, or would be al-
lowed to agree by their constituents, to
expend all their treasure, and, possibly, all
their bloed, in defence of these rights, and
that everything in the way of pecuniary
advantage and gain should be handed
over quietly to three or four localities en-
gaged in those Fisheries. I put the pro-
position in that way so that it will be
seen it is utterly out of the question that
this right can be surrendered, that the
Dominion should assume all these respon-
sibilities and give up every possible ad-
vantage which that responsibility in.
volves, when the responsibility of defend-
ing and protecting those rights and
privileges- all fall upon the Dominion..
It is true the Dominivn has willingly
assumed and wundertaken them, and
she has already expended freely
in order to defend them. The votes of
Parliament this Session will show the
anxiety of the people of Canada to pro-
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tect those Fisheries by lighting the coasts,
by building harbours of refuge, by build-
ing lighthouses, by planting buoys, by
maintaining telegraph cables, and by all
the other means by which our Fisheries
are being developed, and the fisher-
men protected in the enjoyment and
muintenance of their rights. Canada has,
with no niggard hand, already goue for-
ward in the defence of those rights, and
it cannot be expected that she shall have
all the toil, all the expense and all the
danger, while the Provinces in the
vicinity of the Fisheries are to have all
the gain and all the property.

Mr. McISAAC: During the dis-
cussion which took place on the adjourn-
ment of this debate, fault was found with
hon. members on this side of the House

~ for pressing the debate. I fail to see how
that charge can be made, how, at least, it
can be justified. It is well known the
question was brought to the attention of
the Government and the House on several
occasions last Session. This Session also
it was taken up at a very early period.
The Governments of Nova Scotia and
Prince Edward Island have been in con-
stant communication with this Govern-
ment, for more than a year, and in the
face of these facts, are we to be told that
this Government had not yet sufficient
time and sufficient information to deal
with the question decisively? The hon.
the Minister of Railways went so far, the
other day, as to say that this was not the
time for the hon. member for Inverness
to move his resolutions, that he
should have done so in the Session
of 1878, when the party he sup-
ported was in power. 1 consider that
& very extraordinary statement from the
hon. Minister, when he and every member
of this House must know, that the Award
wasnot paid until some timeafter heand his
colleagues came into office, and that until
almost the very time of its payment it
was a matter of considerable uncertainty
that it would be ever paid. A glance at
the hon. the Finance Minister’s Budget
Speech last Session, proves that to be the
fact, In referring to the financial con-
dition of the Dominion, when he and his
colleagues took office, on the 19th October}
1878, he said the only source on which ke
.could depend to meet the maturing liabi-
lities of Canada, was the prospective pay-
ment of the Fishery Award. The hon.

Sir JorN A, MACDONALD.
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Minister must now admit that,at least,for
six months after the Session of 1878, the
Award was not paid. Perhaps he meant
that a member who is in opposition, has
no right to ask anything of a Govern-
ment, has no right to criticise any act or
policy of a Government. Well, if that is
to be taken as sound Psiliamentary doe-
trine, I think I shall be allowed o tell
the hon., Minister that, for the last five
or six years, his own conduet has often
been a very notoricus violation of it. If
others from Nova Scotia have been com-
mitting mistalkes in reference to thie mat-
ter, why did not the hen. member for
Cumberland himself get up, and sar, and
do the right thing. He was in the House
in the Session of 1878, and he has been a
member of the Government since the pay-
ment of the Award, and not a word has
he uttered as to the disposition of it,
although he owes more to Nova Scotia
than any man in this House, cr out
of it. True, he has made more promises
to his native Province than any other man
ever did, but that hardly satisfies the
indebtedness. He has an  oppor-
tunity now forced wupon him of
showing his appreciation of the claims
of Nova Scotia, and I hope he will
turn it to true account. The fair con-
sideration and settlement of the ques-
tion, even at this late hour, will fully atone
for all the delays complained of. In the
course of the few observavions I propose
to make on the subject, I consider it
unnecessary to endeavour to show the bene-
fits secured by the Treaty to the United
States, or the value of the special advan-
tagesobtained for the Provinces interested.
That there is a difference between the
advantages interchanged, is beyond a
doubt. We must also take it for granted
that this difference is in favour of the
United States, and that the extent to
which this difference is at the expense of
the Provinces, is the measure of the
damages which the Commission at Halifax
was appointed to ascertain, and which by
the Award that Commission determined
and declared to be five millions and a-half
dollars. Under the section of the Treaty
authorising the reference, it is plain that
the Commissioners were nothing more
than a board of assessors, to fix the amount
in money which the United States should
pay for the injury done to the Provinces
by the interchange of concessions. An
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Award could not be made in favour of the
United States, the Treaty did not contern-
plate that that country could be the loser
by the transaction. It therefore provided,
as I have said, for making an Award in
favour of Great Britain, which Award is
$5,500,000. One million of that sum '

was paid by the British Govern-|
ment to Newfoundland, and  the !
balance, four imillions and a-half;

was handed over to the Government of |
Canada. What we have to consider is,
who is entitled t» the latter amount, :
whether the Dominion generally, or
merely the Provinces whose sea-coast
Fisheries have been affected by the opera-
tion of the Treaty. The Confederation
Act is always, and properly, referred to
for the settlement of this question. Tt
is contended by those who cppose the
Provincial right, that the Fisheries which
the Provinces enjoyed before the Union,
becaiie by that event the exclusive pro-
perty of the Dominion, and in support of’
that view Scetion 91 of the Union Act is
inavariably relied on. On reading this
section, and comprehending its obvious
and natural meaning, one cannotsee that
its object is the transference or vesting
of property. It simply confers upon the
Parliament of Canada the exclusive Legis-
lative authority over a certain number of
subjects therein specifically enumerated.
Among these subjects we find Sea Coast
and Inland Fisheries, the Postal Service,
Sable Island, the raising of money by
any mode or system of taxation. In con-
ferring legislative power over these sub-
jects upon the Parliament of Canada the
section takes it—that is the same power
from theProvincial Legislatures. What-
everpowers of making laws respecting
these subjects the Provincial Legislatures
possessed before the passage of Section
91, became by it vested in the Federal
Purliament.  Only the powers ot
legislation over, not the ownership, or
property in the subjects were transferred.
If the contrary view is correct Section 108
of the same Act and the schedule
to which it refers, become mere
swplusages in the Act of Union. No
one will admit that. Thissection declares
that only the Public Works and the pro-
perty of each Province enumerated in the
third schedule to the Act, shall be the
property of Canada. Looking at this
schedule, we find it includes Post Offices,
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Custom Houses, Sable Island, ete. ; thus
vesting them in the Dominion Parliament
as its property, and showing that section
91 did not do so, and was not intended
to do so. We find the Fisheries are not
included in the schedule, and therefore
must conclude and admit that, the pro-
pertyin the SeaCoast and Inland Fisheries
exists exactly where it did before Con-
federation. We must always bear in
mind, that the Union Act makes an im-
portant distinction beiween the legislative
powers over, and the property in, certain
subjects. Before 18067 the sea within
three miles of the shore, was the domain
of the Province, and thercfore formed a
part of its territory. Up to that time
the Province had a right to legislate res-
pecting this territorial domain; and by
the Union only, that right had been con-
ferred on the Parliament of Clanada. It
may be said the Fisheries were never vested
in the Province, that they always were the
property of the Crown. I am not dis-
posed to maintain that they were not the
property of the Crown, but if they were
the property of the Crown before the
Union, I say they are so to-day. I be-
lieve the proprietary right did vest, and
does vest, in the Crown as a trustee for
the benefit of the Provinces which so long
enjoyed the Fisheries, and which, to such
a large extent, depended on them as
a source of wealth, and as a means of
livelihood for hundreds of thousands
of their population. The British Govern-
ment practically declared that to be the
case, by the payment of a million dollars
to the Province of Newfoundland, aud, I
venture to say, expected that this Gov-
ernment, on receiving the balance, would
follow the just example, and fairly appor-
tion it between the other Provinces
affected. I trust the example will be
followed, especially as the relations exist-
ing between these Provinces and the rest
of Janada, are supposed to be closer than
those existing between England and New-
foundland. It has been said by some,
and it has been said just now by the Lon.
the Prime Minister, that the money
belongs to Canada, and should not be
paid over to the Provinces affected by the
Treaty, because as the right hon. gen-
tleman remarked, Canada in a few years,
that is, when the Treaty will be termi-
nated, may have, at a great expense, to
protect these TFisheries, and because



1190 Fishery Award.
Canada now is expending largely in light-
ing the coast, and improving the coast
navigation of the Maritime Provinces., It
is well known that this Parliament
became bound to protect all the Fisheries
in the Dominion as wellas the land of the
Dominion, when it assumed the Militia
and De‘ence of Canada. The Fisheries
were protected by this Parliament
before the Washington Treaty, and
the Maritime Provinces contributed their
shave of the cost of the protection given.
Should they require the protection the
First -Minister predicts, and should
Canada refuse to give it, T am sure
England, as in other days, would come
to the rescue. We remember that this
House, in the Session of 1871, voted
$200,000 to meet the expenditure incurred
in repelling the Fenian invasion of 1870,
and this sum was in excess of the Par
liamentary provision made for that pur-
pose in the preceding Session. The
Maritime Provinces paid at least their
share of this expenditure, . although it
was not they, but old Canuda that had
been threatened or injured by the in-
vasion. The Fisheries cost the Dominion
a large sum of money to-day which, per-
haps, is money well spent. I will be
allowed to refer to the unequal and
unfair manner in which this expenditure
is apportioned amoung the various Pro-
vinces of the Dominion. The reference
will show that Ontario at least has no
reason to complain of her share. I find
the expenditure on account of Fisheries
for the last year to be as follows:
Ontario,foroverseers’salaries, $11,741.40;
for fish-breeding, $7,102.54, amounting
to $18,843.94. Quebec, for overseers’
salaries, $13,606.06 ; fish - breeding,
$5,772.70 ; Fisheries Protection Service,
Gulf of St. Lawrence, $8,994.48, in all
$28,374.44. Nova Scotia, overseers’
salaries, $14,312.76 ; fish- breeding,

$2,687.44, amounting to $17,000.20.

New Brunswick, overseers’ salaries,
310,858.64 ; fish - breeding, $1,139,
amounting to  $11,997.64. British

Columbia, overseers’ salaries, $1,423.73,
and Manitoba, $200. It is necessary to
give the value of the products of the Fish-
eries of the Dominion to properly appre-
cite the discrimination. Thevalue of the
products in the same year is the following :
Ontario, $348,122 ; Quebec, $2,664,055 ;
New Brunswick, $2,305,790 ; Prince
Mgr. McIsaac.
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Edward Island, $840,344 ; British Colum-
bia, $925,766, and Nova Scotia,
$6,131,000. Nearly one-half the ag-
gregate value belongs to Nova Scotiz,
and if we deduct the shares of British
Columbia and Ontario, because they are
net subject to the Treaty, Nova Scotia
will be found to possess more than one-
half the value of the products of the
Fisheries in all the Provinces of the Deo-
minion subjected to the operation of the
Treaty. The bhon. the First Minister,
while at Washington negotiating the
Treaty, took good care to exempt from its
operation the Fisheries of his fond On-
tario. In reference to the exemption,
we find him, in the Session of 1872, while
introducing the Bill giving effect to the Fish-
eryclauses of the Treaty, making thefollow-
ing statement : ¢ He reminded the House
that the Lake Fisheries, and the valuable
Fisheries of Hudson Bay, did not come
within the operation of the Treaty. He
believed that, twelve years from now,
when the British and American Govern-
ments sat down to readjust this Treaty,
these Fisheries would be found to be a
great source of wealth to the Dominion.
The inland lakes were excepted because
the Americans had, by their reckless
management of the Fisheries, destroyed
the value of the Fisheries on the south
side of the lakes.” If the Fisheries of
Ontario, which yield now only some
$800,000 annually, were expected by him,
under the exemption, to become in twelve
years a source of wealth to the Dominion,
what wealth had not the Dominion a
right to expect from the Fisheries of
Nova Scotia if similarly privileged,
when, in spite of the Treaty and
the ¢ reckless mapagement” of the
Americans, they produce a yearly value
of nearly $7,000,000? We find the
Fisheries of Ontario excepted, and we
find them, although worth ouly a trifle
over $300,000, to cost the Dominion,
last year, nearly $19,000, while the
Fisheries of Nova Scotia enjoyed and
destroyed by the Americans, and still
giving nearly 7,000,000, receive Pro-
tiction only to the extent of $17,000,
To assam: that the Fisheries of the
Muithne Provinces were to be protected
at iLe expecsc of these Fisheries, is
something ..ever dreamed of at the timé
of Confederation. I see before me, on
the L'reasury Benches, four hon. gentle-
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men from the Maritime Provinces, who
took a very prominent part, in their
respective Provinces, in consummating the
Union. I ask them if even the most
extravagant opponents of the measure at
that time anticipated such a result.
Every Lon. member in this House must
remember theunpopularity of the measure
in Nova Scotia, although no one at the
time foresaw its effects on the Fisheries.
So unpopular was it, that at the next
election, the hon. member for Cumberland
was the only advocate who escaped to
come here to tell the tale. Our harbour
improvements and lighthouses, by the
terms of Union, are plainly chargeable to
the Dominion, although, the hon. the
First Minister insinuates their main-
tenance gives a claim to this Parliament
on the price of the Fisheries. He stated
that large expenditures are being made
in these services. Perhaps there are, but
I fail to see that they are made in the
direction of compensation to the Pro-
vinces affected by the Treaty. Looking
at the last Estimates brought down in
this House, I observe, that while Ontario
cets $59,850 for harbours and break-
waters, Nova Scotia gets $21,770, about
one-third of the subsidy to Ontario.

SR JOHN A. MACDONALD : Isaid
the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. McISAAC: That only strengthens
my position more and more. The same
unjust discrimination is applied to the
other Lower Provinces. New Brunswick
gets $21,000, and Prince Edward Island
29,900, just a little more than the salary
enjoyed by the Cabinet Minister from
that Island. We see by this that On-
tario which is so much more favoured in
its Fishing intevests, receives for navi-
gation improvemeunts more than the

aggregate provision for the Maritime
Provinces for the same purpose, and as T

remarked, about three times the grant to
tiated for the settlement of the Fishery

Nova Scotia. I may observe that the

harbours and piers of Nova Scotia upon

which our fishermen and ship-owners so

much depend, for convenience and safety '
" Minister in 1872, to which T have already

in their perilous calling, were not for the
past ten years 5o much neglected, as they
had been for thelast fifteen months. Use-
ful works that were commenced two
years ago are either suspended or aban-
doned altogether. Piers and break-
waters that had been started and wrecked
by recent storms are allowed to disap-

|ApriL 7, 1880.] Maritime Province Claims. 1191

pear, when the timely expenditure of a
few thousand dollars in many cases
would save the loss of tens of thousands,
and be a valuable benefit to the fisher-
men and others interested in the sea coast
navigation. Instances of this deseription
are tobe found in the county I have
the honour to come {from, and they
are fully and truthfully brought
‘o‘'the notice of the Government, both by
petitions and personal representations,
yet, that they are under the consideration
of the Government is the most en-
couraging vreply. In the Estimates
referred to, it will be seen that this year,
the sum of $2,491,400 is voted for the
canals of the Dominion, $17,400 of this
amount is for St. Peter’s Canal, the only
canal in the Maritime Provinces. Last
vear 84,032,000 was voted for the same
purpose, of which $90,000 was for St.
Peter’s. This expensive attention is bes-
towed on the canals, because it is well
known they greatly contribute to the
development of the trade and commerce
of the old Provinces of Canada. I shall
not refer to the millions and millions of
dollars that are expended in the North-
West and on the other side of the Rocky
Mountains, in building a railroad thst
will never be of any benefit to the
Eastern Provinces. I will = simply
say  that the admitted cost of
completing and equipping the Pacific
Bailway, will be something in
excess of one hundred and fifty million
dollars, to which Nova Scotia under the
ordinary mode of making revenue, contri-
butes more, proportionally, as she does to
every Public Work in Canada, than any
other Provinee of the Dominion. Hon.
gentlemen say that is not so, but I say it
is so, and before I sit down I shall prove
it by authorities which are recognised by
both sides of the House. The Washing-
ton Treaty as we all know, was not nego-

question. It was negotiated primarily for
the settlement ot the Alabama question.
But according to the speech of the Prime

alluded, the settlement of the primary
question would be difficult, if not imn-
possible, without at the same time settling
and adjusting all other questions—in-
cluding the Fishery question-—which
threatened to disturb the peaceful
relations between England and the
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United States. The settlement of the
Alabama case, he said was of more im-
portance to the Dominion than it was

" even to England, therefore he asked the
House to support the Bill he was intro-
ducing. The Alabama question is settled,
and with greater advantage to the
Dominion than to England,—its settle-
ment was made practicable at the expense
of the Provinces affected. Nothing,
therefore, seems to be more just and
natural, than that the compensation
awarded should be handed over to those
who had to make the sacrifice. I would
draw the attenlion of the House to the
settlement of the Alabama claims. Tt is
well known the Arbitrators at Geneva
awarded $15,500,000.to the Government
of the United States in damages for the
depredations committed by the 4labama
and other vessels allowed to escape from
British ports. That amount was paid by
the British Government to the American
Government. It was the money of the
American  Government, just as the
Fishery Award was the money of the
British Government. The two sums
legally Delonged to the Governments
respectively receiving them. Yet we
find the United States did not place the
money in the American Treasury for
national purpeses. No, the Government
of that Great Country is yet distributing
it among those who suffered loss by the
acts complained of. England also might
drop the §5,500,000 into the Iwnperial
Treasury, but she did not choose to do so.
It would be not discredit to this Govern-
ment to follow the example. I heard it
maintained by some gentlemen, not on
the floors of the House, that because so
many representatives from the Maritime
Provinces supported the Treaty in 1872,
that, thereby, these Provinces waived
their right to their present claim. I
admit no representative from Nova Scotia,
as far as 1 can ascertain, at that time,
claimed that the money compensation
should go to the Provinces to be affected.
I believe, however, they distinetly under-
stood it would be so disposed of, and that
in consequence they gave the Bill their
support. The answer of the hon. the
leader of the Government, before the said

Bill finally passed, to the question
asked in the House by the pre-
sent Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec,
as to what pledge the Govern-

Mz, McIsaac,
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ment would give in reference to
the disposition of the compensation,
would leave no doubt in the minds of
hon. gentlemen on the matter. The
answer wag, that the money or compen-
sation, would be subject to the vote and
pleasure of Parliament, and that the
Government could give no pledge as to its
disposal. This shows the leader of the
Government himself at that time be
lieved the money was not in the nature of
an item of ordinary revenue—that it was
special or casual revenue and should,
therefore, be specially disposed of. The
hon. the Finance Minister did uot wait for
this vote of Parliament, because it seems
from his own statement this was the first
money he took hold of on assuming office.
I may also state that this money was pro-
mised to the electors of Nova Scotia
during the last election. My friend, the
hon. member for Guysborough was frank
enough last Session to make the following
statement in reference to this matter.
Hesaid that he had stated to his con-
stituents, that as we had received an
Award of five and a-half million dollars,
the fishermen of Nova Scotia would re-
ceive theirshare. He stated that either
in building breakwaters, or in some
other way the Government would judi-
ciously and wisely expend the money.
On the same occasion he said that he be-
lieved the same Government that protected
the Fisheries in former years would doso in
the future, andthat when the Estimates
would come down, the Government
would show that they were disposed to do
justice to theMaritime Provinces. Ifail to
discover what additional ornew protection
thefishermenreceivedsince. Itistrue that
by the influence of the hon. member with
the Government, an Order in Council
was passed last Session limiting the time
fon catching lobsters. Perhaps that is
the protection he meant and promised. -
If that is so, and if we are to believe
petitions recently addressed to the
Legislature of Nova Scotia, we must con-
clude that that famous Order in Council
protected only the lobsters, and probably
the hom. member for Guysborough, while it
starved the fishermen. If we take
the Estimates brought down since that
announcement was made, we cannot see
that much of the award or any other
money had been voted for the break-
waters of Nova Scotia. Of the $21,000
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in the Estimates this yearfor the harbours
and breakwaters of Nova Scotia, I notice
the hon. gentleman gets $5,000 for a
burying ground in his county. This
may satisfy him, however., Hon. mem-
bers, say oh no, for a burying ground!
I say yes, and refer these gentlemen to
page fifty of the Estimates. It may be a
misprint, and I confess I was surprised
myself when I saw the item, but on re-
curring to the starving condition of so
many of the hon. gentleman’s constitu-
ents, I thought it rather a considerate
appropriation. He says they are not
starving—that they are well fed. I
hope so. I was told a few days since
that the Government sent 350 barrels of
cornmeal to these poor people, to be paid
for by labour on some public work. I
am  happy to learn they got relief,

although ~ they  should  have to
pay dear for it. This quantity
of meal, it is said, was bought
at  $3.50 per barrel, making the

cost of the Jot $1,225. Of this amount
8140 is for duty, at the rate of 40c. a
barrel, imposed on that article by hon.
gentleinen last year, as a part of their
great protection scheme. They will see
now that the effect of that protection on
the poor fishermen is to give them only
350 barrels of cornmeal for $1,225, when,
without the protection of 40c., they could
receive forty-five barrels more for the
same money. It was stated by some hon.
gentlemen opposite last year, when this
cruel duty was opposed, that cornmeal
was used only as feed for cattle ; that its
imposition would not affect the poor man.
But when the wail of distress from Nova
Scotia reached them, the only relief they
would give was in the shape of this cattle
feed.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD:
ought to be oatmeal.

Mr. McISAAC: That certainly would
be human food, and I am glad to see the
right hon. gentleman does not forget its
superior virtue, but it seems he and his
friends consider it too precious for the
starving multitudes of Nova Scotia. 1
may be asked on what basis I should pro-
pose to make an apportionment of the
$4,500,000 between the Provinces claim-
ing a distribution. The basis is quite
a natural one. Let the money be divided
according to the value of the fish yield
of the Provinces affected. Regard

It
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should be had, at the same time, to the
shipping, boats, nets and all manner of
capital used in the prosecution of the Fish

eries of these Provinces. On this basis

Nova Scotia’s share could not belessthan
$2,000,000, the interest of which at 5 per

cent. would give the Province $100,000
year. Twoor three hon. gentlemen from
Prince Edward Island, apart from the
grounds they advance in common with the
other Provinces seem to attach greatim-
portance to two special grounds—these
special grounds are first that their Pro-
vince was not a part of the Union when
the Treaty went into operation, and
secondly that the National Policy does not
suit their Province—that it benefits other
portions of the Dominion, and that, there.
fore, the Island should get something for
the sarcifice. I believe thesespecial argu-
ments apply equally to Nova Scotia, be-
cause it never entered into Confederation
as the hon. member for Cumberland must
distinctly remember. As to the bearing
of the National Policy argument on Nova
Scotia, I will merely refer hon. gentlemen
to the unceasing migration of the psople
of that Province for the last eight or ten
months, notto any other pars of Canada,
but to the United States. I would not
touch this matter had not hon. gentle-
men from Prince Edward Island done so
in discussing the question before the
House. The other day the hon. the
Finance Minister gave as a reason for
asking an adjournment of the debate that
the Government were preparing papers in
connection with the subject that should be
brought down. The debate is resumed but
these papers have not come. He, however,
stated this evening, that the address of the
Nova Scotia Legislature in reference to
this question, and the financial condition
of that Province, would be laid on the
Table before the Debate would close. This
information. will render it relevant for
me to make a few remarks respecting this
address which I had an opportunity of
seeing in the public papers. It asks,
among other things, for a renewal of the
better terms subsidy to Nova Scotia.
I trust the Government will take that
matter into consideration, and see it pro-
per to grant a renewal. I may be told
that this is not the time for me, or for:
any member on this side of the House
to make such an application. I may be
told the application should have been
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made when the subsidy was about laps-
ing. I can reply that the application was

made at that time to the Government of
the day by their friends from Nova Scotia
in this House, and by the late Govern- !

ment of that Province. The application,
however, unfortunately was not success-
ful. It elicited a piece of information
which is of importance to Nova Scotia,
and that much good the application
effected. It is this. The late Finance
Minister (Mr. Cartwright) in his reply to
the application for a continuance of the
$82,000 better terms, made this state-
ment. ““ Moreover, an examination of
taxation per capiva paid by the people of
Nova Scotia seems to show conclusively,
that in this event they would pro-
bably be compelled to pay more into
the Exchequer of the Dominion than
she could possibly receive again.

He refers, of course, to a statement in the
first part of his reply, that no additional
grant could be made to Nova Scotia with-
out involving similar grants to the other
Provinces. * This shows, as far as Mr.
Cartwright is an authority, that the
people of Nova Scotia pay more per head
into the Dominion treasury than the
people of any of the other Provinces.
Sir John Rose, Finance Minister in the
right hon. gentleman’s Government in
1869, virtually confirms the above state-
ment. In his report on the case pre-
sented by Messrs. Howe and McLellan,
for better terms, he says: “ The under-
signed is not insensible to the arguments
which were. verbally pressed, that the
smaller Provinces—Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick—are in some respects at a
disadvantage as compared with the larger
ones ; that the cost of their Local Gov-
ernment must necessarily be wmore per
head ; that the resources of Nova Scotia
are comparatively undevelop~d ; that the
coal trade, on which she depends for a
considerable portion of her revenue, is in
a condition of unusual depression ; and
that the physical character of the country
entails on her a larger expenditure to
secure the necessary means of communi-
cation than the other Provinces’ have to
meet.” He concludes his report as fol-
lows: ““The undersigned would add, in
conclusion, that he has carefully analysed
the estimated local expenditure of Nova
Scotia, for the years 1868 and 1869, in
conjunction with the gentlemen repre-

Mnr. McIsaac.
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senting the Province, and he believes
that, if the arrangements proposed are
carried out, Nova Scotia will have
sufficient means at her  disposal
to meet those services which devolve upon
her by the terms of the Union Act, pro-
vided they are placed on a moderate but
efficient footing. If, on the contrary, the
Province has to depend on the provision
made by the existing terms of the Union
Act, no inconsiderable deficiency must be
met by the imposition of direct taxation.”
We have it now plainly before us from
the pen of these high finaneial authorities
representing the two great political parties
in Canada, that Nova Scotia by the terms
of Confederation, occupies the most dis-
advantageous position of all the Provinces
of the Dominion. Itis as possible as i¢
is proper to do her justice yet We are
often told in Nova Scotia, that members
on this side of the House, opposed the
granting of the better terms in 1869, and
that they will always oppose the interests
of that Province. If they did oppose the
better terms, T hope they will not oppose
the renewal of these terms. Even should
sonre of them offer opposition, the Govern-
ment is strong enough to grant us justice
without them. I should not, however,
state that gentlemen of the Opposition in
1869, opposed the better terms on the
ground that Nova Scotia had no just
claim, they merely disapproved of the
mode in which the re-arrangement was
proposed to be made. On that occasion
the hon. member for Cumberland, if my
recollection is accurate, was the only man
who declared his Province had no just
claim on the merits of the case.
He said he would not ask for
an increased subsidy to Nova Scotia on the
ground of ajust consideration of herclaims,
but on the ground of alegal consideration
of the Union Act. The Opposition of
that day also opposed the adoption of the
Washington Treaty, and if Nova Scotia
shall not receive her due share of the
award, the opponents of that measure
should be considered the friends of that
Province. The Government and their
friends always claim credit for the addi-
tion of $82,000 to the Nova Scotia sub
sidy. They should not lose the credit, if
they are entitled to much. The 82,000
amounted, in the ten years of its continu-
ance, to 820,000,taken,of course,out of the
General Treasury and givento Nova Scotia.
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The interest on Nova Scotia’s share of the } Nothing less would be justice.

award every year is at least $100,000
which, in ven years, amounts to §1,000000.
If gentlemen opposite withhold that fair
proportion, they present in point of estab-
lishing the credit claimed by their action
of 1869,the novel spectacle of being bene-
factors of the Province by giving it
$820,000 in ten years, and taking from it
$1,000,000 in ten years, and $1,00,000
annually ever afterwards. In 1869,
when the better terms were arranged, the
surrender of the Fisheries was not fore-
seen, and, therefore, did not enter the
calculation. It is plain that if the award
goes into the Dominion Treasury, Nova
Scotia will have paid back, in less than
ten years, the amount received by the
$82,000, and who will call the arrange-
ment of 1869 better terms for that Pro-
vinee after that. I hope now both sides
of the House will generously unite and
raise Nova Scotia to the financial level of

the other © Provinces. The clief
grounds on which the better terms
were urged in 1869 were main-
ly these, lst.—That by Confederation

Nova Scotia was importing more dutiable
goods per head of the population than
auy of the other Provinces; 2nd—That its
Tariff was increased and, therefore, its
taxes. As is well known the Tariff
then was 15 per cent., and it was pro-
mised it would not at any time go beyond
that. 3rd—That the annual amount at
the disposal of the Province at the time
of the Union, for local services, was re
duced at least by $200,000. These rea-
sons exist to-day as strongly as they did
in 1869. To realise the financial condi-
tion of the Province, 1 would refer the
House to the Address the hon. the
Finance Minister is placing on the Table.
Since the sum of $82,000 was granted }o
Nova Scotia for ten years, as instalment
of justice, under a 15 per cent. Tariff,
now that the Tariff is doubled, that sub-
sidy should be doubled also. I would not
urge that it should be doubled. Let it
be $100,000, not for a term of years, but
for all time to come. Thatsum, added to
the interest of our share of the A ward,
which I put down at thereasonable figure
of $100,000 also, would give Nova
Scotia $200,000 additional subsidy. This
amount, of course, is not to be limited to
five or ten years, but is expected to be a
perpetual annuity to the Province.
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T hope
the Government and the House will fully
and fairly consider the whole subject and
decide to add, in perpetuity, $200,000 to
the sutsidy of Nova Scotia.

Mzr. OGDEN : It appears very
strange that, during the last few nights,
both myself and the county I represent
have been made the targets for certain
hon. gentlemen opposite. With reference
to my speech last year—1I would not call
those few remarks a speech, but consider-
ing that it was my first Session in this
House, I thought a few words from me
would be expected—I had net been here
for five years without opening my mouth,
as has been the case with some hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, and I thought I would
let my constituents know where I was,
and show them that I advocated the same
principles here that I advocated on the
hustings. The same words I made use of
on nemination day I made use of on the
floor of this House last year. I said I
believed we were entitled to a fair share
of the Fishery Award, that, as it came
from the sea, the fishermen were entitled
to a fair portion of it. I said on nomina-
tion day that I had full confidence in Sir
John A. Macdonald and his party, and
hoped they would be returned to power,
believing they would deal justly and gen-
erously with the fishermen ; and those
opinions I expressed in this House last
Session. 'With regard to the National
Policy, I pledged myself to support
it. I read Sir John A. Macdonald’s reso-
lutions to the people and put my own con-
struction upon them. I said I was willing
to vote to tax flour 50c. per barrel, that 1
was willing to vote for a duty ot 50c. on
corn meal, provided we received a similar
protection on every ton of coal imported
into this country, and a reduction in
duty upon tea, molasses, and other
necessaries of life. That was square ;
the people Lelieved I would fulfil my
pledges, and I was returned by a majority
of the electors. I did not come in by a
fluke, as did the hon. members for Anti-
gonish.and Shelburne. The hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) made a shot
at me last night about the starving fish-
ermen in Guysborough coeunty. The
hon. member for Shelburne (Mr. Robert-
son) also alluded to me, a few days ago,
by putting upon the notice paper several
questions relative to the affairs of my
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county. Well, I thought the hon. gen-
tleman was busying himself very much
about every part of Nova Scotia,
and, not only Nova Scotia, but I
observe he has also taken the Provinces
of New Brunswick and Prince Edward Is-
land under his protecting wing. A short
time ago he sailed up into the lakes of the
Upper Provinces, and inquired how
many tug boats there were, and how
much coal had been imported for their
special use, and at what cost per ton.
Looking over the notice paper I tind that
the name of the hon. member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake), appears thirteen
times ; that of the hon. member for
Lambton (Mr. Mackenzie), six times ;
that of the hon. member for Victoria
(Sir John A. Macdonald), eight times ;
that of the late Finance Ministes,
ten times ; that of the hon. member for
West Middlesex (Mr. Ross), ten times;
that of the hon. member for East North-
umberland (Mr. Cockburn), eight times ;
that of the hon. member for Northumber-
land (Mr. Keeler), four times. Several other
members have had motions oa the notice
paper, making an average of four
for each member, and none above five ;
but the name of the hon. member for
Sheiburne (Mr. Robertson), one of the
youngest members in this House, appears
twenty-five times, far exceeding those
put by the hon. the Premier, or the
hon. leader of the Opposition combined.

Now, 1 was going to  suggest
that the Government change the
order, and set apart one day

in each week for the special benefit
of the hon. member for Shelburne,
for if his questions increase in the future

as rapidly as they have in the past, it will

be absolutely necessary o do so in order
to get through with the business of the
House before the first of June. Now,
with reference to the starving fishermen
in Guysborough county, I am sorry to
have the circumstance paraded before the
public, and I do not think the fishermen
will thank hon. gentlemen for their
action. I am sorry to hear it asserted
in this House that there is, or has been,
anybody starving there. There is no
starvation in my county It is true,
that owing to the failure of the mackerel
and other fisheries last year—a parallel
case has not been known since 1868 —I
believe there has been in some cases

Mz. Ocpux.
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destitution. Asregards the Government
supplies to the fishermen, I suppose the
Government is fully competent to explain
how that was done ; but when word came
to me that the people were almost starv-
ing in some places, and could not procure
any assistance, that is where there were
no Government works in operation, what
did T do? I did not stick a question on
the notice paper and then stand vp in the
House and say that I was receiving too

tmuch indemnity, that we were receiving

twice as much as we ought to receive, but
I dipped down into my own pocket and
took out a quarter of my indemnity for
this year and purchased therewith, provi-
sions and sent them down to the
suffering people in my own county, and so
long as I have the honour to represent
them in this House, they, T trust, shall
never starve. I think it is grossly im
pertinent of the kon. member for Shel-
burne to be continually prying into
the affairs of ether members’ counties. It
would be equally as impertinent for me to
go to the hon. the Minister of Agriculture
and say to him, “ Will you furnish me a
return of the number of pigs taken
from some lunatic asylum in Nova
Scotia and sent by the hon. member
for Shelburne into his county” thus
propagating a race of lunatic pigs, and
selling them to farmers at $2.00 each.
‘With reference to the amendment moved -
by the right hon. the Premier, I do not
agree with it, and cannot support hira. He
may be right from a constitutional point of
view, but in equity I think we are entitled
to a share and should have it. We want
the money badly for our Province asit is
almost bankrupt. I think if the hon.
gentlemen of the Opposition frcm the
Lower Provinces had only talked a little
more fairly, they might have awakened
some sympathy for our cause in the
minds of Ontario members, and have in-
duced them to vote with us. Butit
seems no speech made by these hon. gen-
tlemen can be complete unless it contains
anattack eitheruponthehon. the Minister
of Railways or upon myself. I am glad,
however, to be in such good company and
amwilling to support the hon, Minister in
everything that is right; and Ido not
. know but I would strain a point to sup-
i port him even if he was not quite right,
! because our case would not be any better
in the hands of our opponents, and I
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have a great deal of confidence in the
ability of the hon. gentleman. I hope we
shall obtain our full share of the Fishery
Award. Iwould object to giving it to the
Local Governments to spend in each Pro-
vingce, becuse I think it ought to be distri-
buted in some way for the benefit of the
fishermen. T say these men must and
shall be protected ; and if the Govern-
ment should fail to lend them a helping
hand when called upon, I would be the
first man to vote against the Government.
We never hear of a murder, theft or any
kind of crime being perpetrated by those
hardy sons of toil ; and when hunger,
nay, when death itself, stares them in the
face, you will find them honest and true,
and ready to sacrifice their own lives to
alleviate the sufferings ot their fellow-
men.

Mz. BRECKEN: I am sorry to see
this important question treated with so
much levity by hon. gentlemen on the
other side; we have had coal, break-
waters, estimates, better terms, and even
pigs, brought into this discussion. The
question now under the consideration of
the House is this : Have the Lower Pro-
vinces the right or not to ask for the money
that was paid by the United States for
the concessions made to them by the
‘Washington Treaty ! I exceedingly re-
gret I was not present when the right
hon. the Premier addressed the House on
the constitutional aspects of the question ;
for although my acquaintance with him
has been short, his reputation is such
that I have formed the Impression that to
listen to him on a question of constitu-
tionality is to learn something. I do not
know what the right hon. member said,
but I can draw upon my imagination as to
the course of argument he would likely
pursue. I am not prepared to say that,
by the strict and unbending rules of Inter-
national Law, the Fishing territory, from
which the Americaps were excluded pre-
vious to the Washington Treaty, is Pro-
vineial property ; but leaving out of con-
gideration the strict principles of law, I
would ask the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment to say whether we are not in justice
entitled to what we are asking for. The
Premier is a great statesman, he has a
large and generous heart, and an excellent
and well cultivated mind ; and when he
goes down to his little, narrow, cold
home—bhis dust to fraternise with his

L
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kindred dust—Dbefore he is consigned to
his grave, if a post-mortem were held
upon him and his heart examined, we
would, T believe, find distinctly engraved
on it the words: “ Canada and her pros-
perity, God blless her.” I ask him to
listen to me ; and, although he isa lawyer,
he must remember that law is one thing
and justice, sometimes, another. I would
ask him to consider the claims of Prince
Edward Island. I am not asking for
pity; ITam not begging for bread, I am de-
manding what I believe to be her right ;
and I will tell you why, Mr. Speaker.
The Treaty of Washington was made in
1871 ; at that time Prince Edward Island
was not a part of the Dowminicn of

Canada. It is a calamity for her
that she ever threw 1In her Ilot
with the Dominion. I am loyal
enough to believe that the policy

of Confederation is one which tends
to bind us closer to the Mother
Country, and is one whichevery Canadian
should support. We were assured that, if
we came into the Union, this little Island
of ours would receive many advantages ;
that the little baby of the Dominion
would never want for food. I would like
to know what interest the rest of the
Dominion has in our Fisheries. If they
were developed would it put one cent
inte the pockets of Ontario or the more
distant western Provinces? If they
were destroyed would it take a cent out
of their pockets? The right hon. the
leader of the Government tells us the
Fisheries are Dominion property. Tech-
nically he may be right, but practically he
iswrong. On the very day that the
Treaty of Washington was signed, Mr.
Fish, Secretary of State for the United
States, addressed to Sir Edward Thorn.
ton, the British Minister at Washington'
a despatch asking that the citizens of the
United States should have the enjoymen!s
or the liberty tofish within the territorial
waters of Her Britannic Majesty on the
coasts of Canada, Prince Edward Island
and Newfoundland, during the seasons
of 1871 and 1872. I was Attorney;
General of the Island at that time'
and when we acceded to the request of
Mr. Fish we gave up a trump card. We
knew well the value which our American
friends put upon our Fisheries We
always considered that, with the Fishery
limit in our hands, we were in a position
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to deal with the Americans, and that we
had then something to offer them in lieu
of reciprocal Free-trade, We knew
about the difficulties of the Msther Coun-
try with the United States—the Alabama
Claims—and we unselfishly yielded up our
interests, rather than that any trouble
should arise between England and the
United States. That the right hon. the
First Minister may not taink that Iam
drawing upon my imagination, but that
T am stating what the Government ot
Prince Edward Island felt and thought
was their true position, I will read from
the Minutes of Conncil of the Island
Government, of the date of the 17th
July, 1871. The Committee of Council,
after referring to the despatch of the 17th
June, 1871, from the Earl of Kimberly,
then Secretary of State for the Colonies,
to Lieutenant-Governor Robinson, then
administering the Government of the
Isiand, in  which it was strongly
urged upon the Government of the
Island that, for reasons stated in a des-
patch of the same date as above from Earl
Kimberly toLord Lisgar, the same course
should be pursued as in 1854, and the
application made by the United States
Government, acceded to by Prince
Edward Island, sothat the American fisher-
man might be at once allowed during the
present season the provisional use of
the privileges granted to them by the
Treaty, set forth:

“ That they have respectfully to submit that
Prince Edward Island is the most fertile and
productive Province in British North America,
in proportion to its extent. That the natural
market for its principle productions is to be
found in the United States, as was very satis-
factorily proved curing the continuance of the
Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. That the Fisheries
of this Island are the best and most valuable
in America, and ave much appreciated by the
fishermen of the United States. That the dif-
ferent Governments and Legislatures of this
colony have always hoped that these Fisheries
would have done much to secure the advant-
ages of another Reciprocity Treaty, or of some
Tariff concessions authorising the free admission

f the products of our agriculturists, who form
the majority of our population, and which
wouldhaveresulted i prometing the prosperity
of the colony. That by the Treaty now under
consideration, the inhabitants of the Island are
asked to surrender to the citizens of the United
States these valuable Fisheries without receiv-
ing in return any just or fair equivalent, such
as was hoped to be obtained.”

The Minute of Ceuncil further sets
out:

Mz. BRECKEN.
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¢‘ That the surrender by the United States of
the right of fishing down to the thirty-ninth
degree of latitude is comparatively worthless
to the people of the Island, and as the United
States assert that the privileges accorded to
their citizens under Article 18 of this I'reaty
are not of greater value than those accorded by
Articles 19 and 20 to the subjects of Her Brit-
annic Majesty, the amount of money compen-
sation that would be given te the Island would
be insignificant. The Committee of Council, by
their Minute, further submitted that a com-
mercial arrangement with the United States, in
consideration of the use of the Fisheries, would
have been most acceptable; but as the Royal
High  Cemmissioners  were unable to
induce the American Government to
change its commercial policy, the peonle
of the Island, being extremely loyal,
and devotedly attached to British institutions,
would be most unwilling to throw any obstacle
in the way of an amicable settlement of all
causes of differences between Great Britain and
the United States, and would therefore willing-
ly accept any reasonable money compensation
in addition to the privileges granted as an
equivalent, but under the Treaty nothing of the
kind was guarauteed them.”

It cannot be said we do not understand
the meaning of the word “enough.” I
once saw it defined in the Toronto Globe
as meaning “a little more.” We be-
lieved that when we were going into
Confederation the |Fisheries belonged
practically to us. If the Americans were
admitted to fish within the three-mile
lituit we would receive compensation.
Looking over the right hon. gentleman’s
resolution, I see he says something about
protecting the Fisheries. What is that
argument worth? If there never had
been a Treaty of Washington, the Do-
minion Government would have been
bound to protect the Fisheries, As we
have been so often euchred by our
Republican neighbours, we hardly ex-
pected to receive anything in the shape of
compensation for the concessions made to
them, and that is, perhaps, the real reason
why so little was said about our claim to
a share of the Award. Now, suppose no
amount had been awarded to the Domin-
ion, or that the Award had been the other
way, would not the Fisheries have to be
protected at the expense of the Dominion
Exchequer. Suppose that Western Ca-
nada were subjected to another Fenian
raid, would not the Province of Prince
Edward Island, in common with the
other Provinces of the Dominion, have to
contribute her quota to the cost of .
defending the country. Among the
various duties and responsibilities assumed
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by the Dominion, when the Provinces of
British North America were confederated,
was the protection of the Fisheries ; and
that, too, when there was no expectation of
ever receiving a cent from the United
States in shape of compensation for the
enjoyment of our Fisheries. Here is an-
other answer to the protection and defence
argument of my right hon. friend. Suppose,
when the term for which the Treaty was
made has expired, that the American
Governnient should decline to renew the
Treaty, and that we shall have fallen
back on the old state of things as they
existed hefore the Treaty, the Fish-
eries will then have to be protected at the
cost of the Dominion ; and, Mr. Speaker,
that protection, to be at all eflicient, will
involve more than one or two swmall
steamers such as the Druid and the New-

Jleld. It will require a small navy to
make the protection of any substantial
benefit to Dominion fishermen. The
cost must necessarily be heavy. I can
well imagine what dissatisfaction this ex-
penditure would cause to the people of
Ontario and the Great North-West, who
have practically no interest in these Fish-
evies and care very little about them.
A strong feeling would soon arise, and
the hon. members from the west would
object to the expenditure of their taxes
to protect an industry in which practically
they had no interest. In all probability
a pressure would he bronght on the Gov-
ernment of the day, the protection would
e minumised, and, in effect, American
fishermen would fish in our water free of
cost. With reference to the National
Policy : I made some remarks to the effect
that 1t did not benefit Prince Edward Is-
land as it did other parts of the Domin-
ion. My remarks have been mis-
represented. 1 did mnot say or
argue that, because that Policy was
not advantageous to us, that, therefore,
we had a right to a share of the Fishery
Award. I brought it in, not as an argu-
ment, but to show to this House that if
we had any claim to a share of the Award,
the fact of our not sharing in the benefits
of the National Policy strengthened the
equity of our case. If we have a sub-
stantial, equitable claim, we do not want to
be thrown over by the cast-iron rules ot
International Law. All the attendant cir-
cumstances should be considered. Eve

dollar spent in Prince Edward Island
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brings good results. We do not throw
away money into the sea, on canals, Fort
Frances locks, and a variety of works of
that kind. T think we will receive the
fairest consideration at the hands of the
Government, and then we will be quiet.
We are charged with being grumblers.
Unless we are continually grumbling and
presging our claims we shall get nothing.
I can well imagine some of the difficulties
that the Governient has to encounter in
disposing of the Award, but I press
strongly upon them the exceptional claims
of Prince Edward Island. Look at our
insular position ; think of the millions of
dollars that have been spent on the Paci-
tic Railway-—millions that have irretricv-
ably been lost and sunk, and for which
the Dominion will never receive a cent’s
worth of benefit. If Prince Edward Is-
land were to receive 5 per cent. on the
large amounts that have been uselessly
squandered in the North-West, we would
be satisfied and quiet for the next twelve
years to come. As I said, when I ad-
dressed this House on a former occasion,
the Lower Provinces do not object to the
construction of the Pacitic Railway.
We look up to it as o great work neces-
cary for the development of the now
Great Lone Liand ; but at this time hon.
members scarcely realise the difficulties

that Prince Edward Islanders bhave
to undergo and how we  are
in want of the expenditure of
public money. Look at our mail

communication at this season of the year.
I am now ten days without having heard
from my home. I heard the hon. the
Finance Minister, the other day, say that
the result of the Government Railway
policy would be that, in a few years, we
shall have hundreds of thousands of pec-
ple in the vast territory of the North-
West. I Dbelieve his prediction will
prove true. Well, Sir, we are help-
ing to bring this about; Prince Ed.
ward Island is one-fortieth of the Domin-
ion in population, and more than that in
impertance. Let us then have our fair
proportion in the advantages of being
first of the Dominion. I could occupy
the time of the House for hours on this
subject, but it would not, be wise in me to
do so. I feel very warmly onit; I hope
the Government will tuke our claim into

. their grave consideration, and not over-
look what is due to that smiling little
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Tsland—the most beautiful, the most
fertile, and the most densely populated
portion of the Dominion of Canada.
* " Mr. MUTTART: My objectin rising,
Mr. Speaker, is not for the purpose of
making a speech, but merely to say that
Prince Edward Island's claims to a sepa-
rate and distinet shave of the Fishery
Award have not been abandoned, not-
withstanding the decision of the Sub-Com-
mittee of the Privy Council. I, therefore,
give notice that, when the House goes into
Committee, I will take the opportunity of
moving the following :—

That atter the word ‘‘ Confederation ” at the
end of the last paragraph, in the eriginal reso-
lution, the following be added :—*¢ That, while
admitting the prineiple that the injury done to
the Fisheries being of a local character, the

compenmsaticn awarded snould be distributed
among the various Provinces in the proportion

of the disadvartages and losses suffered. That
it is, nevertheless, the opinion of this House
that the Province of Primce Edward Island is
entitled to a separate share of the Fishery
Award on the following special grounds,
namely : 1st. That before July 1st, 1873, the
Treaty of Washington was in full force and
effect as respects Prince Edward Island. 2nd.
That there was mo express or implied sur-
render of the interests of the Island ia
the Fishery Award at the time of the Island’s
entering Confederation. 3cd. That the British
North America Act does not apply to a case
where an interest in the Fisheries had been
sold and conveyed away, and the right to the
purchase money had ac:rued to the Island
before Confederation, and such Act does not
authorise the General Governmeut to appro-
priate the proceeds of the sale of the Island
Fisheries for the general purposes of the Do-
minion.”

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) : After
the able address delivered by the hon.
member for Halifax (Mr. Richey), I do
not intend to occupy the attention of the
House at any length, as I have given ex-
pression to my views on the rights and
privileges pertaining to the Maritime
Provinces on this question on a previous
occasion. Besides, after the speech of the
right hon. the leader of the Government,
it is useless for me, representing a Nova
Scotian constituency, to speak in favour of
the apportionment of this Award in the
interests of the Maritime Provinces.
Speeches may be made and strong argu-
ments may be advanced, but the power
and influence of that hon. gentleman is of
sufficient strength in this House to carry
any amendment and destroy any chance
the Maritime Provinces may have had to

MRr. BRECKEN.

[COMMONS.]

Maritime Province Claims.

secure a portion of this money. I do not
see why I should have been the subject
of attack by the hon. member for Guys-
borough (Mr. Ogden), because I certainly
have said nothing to call down upon me
his wrath. I occupy a different position
to that hon. gentleman. Ie is a warm
and enthusiastic supporter of the present
Government, and an ardent friend of
the hon, Ministers. No man can be
more constant in his attendance on the
CGovernment than the hon. member for
Guysborough, and therefore ho has every
opportunity for obtaining information
which I am denied. He bhas seen fit to
attack me, because I presented a petition
from his county ; and also, because I have
taken advantage of my rights and privi-
leges, as 2 member of Parliament, to ask

a certain question in reference to the

expenditure of public moneys among the
fishermen of the county he represents.
The petition that I presented, was signed
by a large number of the electors of West
Guysborcugh, and it was the unanimous
wish of the petitioners that it should be
presented by myself, and not by the hon.
member for Guysborough ; and I can tell
the hon. gentlemen that a resolution was
passed at that meeting, strongly con-
demning him for his conduct in Parlia-
ment.

Mg, OGDEN : Does the hon. gentle-
man say that a resolution was passed to
that effect ?

Mr. ROBERTSON : Yes; and a peti-
tion is being prepared, calling upon the
hon. gentleman to resign. The hon.
gentleman at‘acked me, also, because I
asked for certain other information from
the Government; my defence is not to
kim, but to the people I represent. The
only means open for me to obtain infor-
mation in connection with public matters
is by motion or question in Parliament;
and by any other course I would
receive but little satisfaction. On
one occasion, I asked the hon. the
Minister of Public Works for a copy of
a reportin connection with public works
in my county, which might have been
given me without the necessity of a
motion, but I was requested to pursue
the proper course, as he then would have
no objection to the papers being brough’
down. The hon. gentleman tells us there
are no starving fishermen in the county
of Guysborough. In contradiction of that
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statement, I may refer him to his hon.
colleague in the representation of that
county in the Local House. What is
more, the starvation of these fishermen is
the result of legislation by this Govern-
ment supported by the hon. gentleman
for the advancement of his own personal
interest, irrespective of the interests of
the county he represents. T think that,
in giving a sum of money towards the sup-
port of the fishermen of Guysborough, it
should have been given without any con-

ditions, and not as an advance to be re-

funded by a certain time. When the
people of Ireland were starving, the Par-
liament of Canada generously voted
$100,000 towards their support; and we
were told by cablegram, the other day, that
a portivn of the vote was set aside to buy
boats and nets for fishermen on the west
coast of that Island, but no condition was
made, at that time, that the money
so expended should be refunded ; and I do
not see why, especially as the Government
receives large sums of money from the
fishermen in the Lower Provinces, that
any portion of the amount given to them
should be awarded on condition of its
return. 1 think we have an equitable
claim to a portion of the Award. The
Province is in an unfortunate position,
financially ; and the result is that, during
the present year, large numbers of its
people have been compelled to leave and
find « home in the United States. Unless
the Government awards us a portion of
the money its action will be most un-
popular, and its course will be condemned
not only by its opponents but by many of
its strongest supporters.

Mer. MACDONALD (King'’s, P.EL) :
It seems to me that one of the main
points to determine in the discussion of
this question is: When did the Treaty of
Washington come into effect, as respects
Prince Edward Island? We are told,
over and over again, that it was the 1st of
July, 1873 ; and in the report of the Sub-
Committee of the Privy Council this fact
is pointed out as the only reason why the
claims of the Island are put on a level
with those of the other Provinces. Is it
true that the Fishery clauses of the Treaty
did not come into effect until 1st July?
We find that Article 33 of the Wash-
ington Treaty provides that the clause
relating to the Fisheries should take effect
as soon as the laws required were passed

76
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by the agreeing parties. The Province
of Prince Edward Island passed the re
quired legislation on the 29th July,
1872, and the Congress of the United
States passed the necessary legislation on
1st March, 1878. Let us consider the
condition we were in before the Treaty
came into forze, and the passing of the
Actsreferred to.  When is an Act said
to be in force? As I understand it, when
it is passed by the House, and the Gov-

“ernor or the President has given it his

sanction. A time may be appointed by
the Act for its going into force, but that
is an independent consideration, and does
not apply to the Acts I have mentioned.
At that time Prince Edward Island and
the United States stood in the position of
intending contracting partics. The one
had sold rights, and the other had
bought them. Section 5 of the Act
passed by the United States Congress, on
1st March, 1873, is as follows :—

‘“ That this Act shall not take effect until the
1st day of July, 1873, and shall not apply to
any article of merchandise therein mentioned
which shall be held in bond on that day by the
Customs officers of the United States.”

We also find in Section 1 of the same
Act :

 That whenever the President of the United
States shall receive satisfactory evidence that -
the Imperial Parliament of Great Britain, the
Parliament of Canada and the Legislature of
Prince Edward Island have passed laws on their-
part, to give full effect to the provisions of the
Treaty between the United States and Great
Britain, signed at Washington on the 8th day
of May, 1871, etc., etc., he is hereby authorised
to issue his proclamation declaring that he has
such evidence, and thereupon from the date
of such proclamation, etc., etc. Accord-
ing to the terms and conditions of Arti-
cle 33 of said Treaty, all fish-oil, and fish of
all kinds (except fish of the inland lakes and
fish preserved in oil) being the produce of the
Fisheries of the Dominion of Canada or of
Prince Edward Island, shall be admitted into
the United States free of duty.”

We find that this could have taken effect
any time between the lst March and
1st July. I would like to call the attenc
tion of hon. members, who assert that the
Act of Congress passed on the 1st March,
1873, only came into effect on 1lst July,
1873, to the peculiar wording of the Act
itself. Section 1 authorises the President to
declare, by proclamation, that fish and
fish oil of the Island shall be admitted
free of duty, as soon as he shall have
received satisfactory evidence that the
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legislation contemplated by Article 33 of
the Washington Treaty had been passed.
This means that the most 'important pro-
vision of the Act could have come into
force long before 1st July, 1873, and
shall not apply to any article of merchan-
dise held in bond by the United States
Customs officers on that day. This sec-
tion does not seem to apply to the whole
Act, but merely to mark the time beyond
which the Customs officers could not col-
lect duties. Then it was possible for the
main provisions of the Treaty to go into
effect, in regard to Prince Edward Island,
even under the strictest interpretation of
the Act, before 1st July, 1873.  Section
5, which I have just read, is not a general,
but a special, provision ; and it was in-
serted chiefly with the object of enabling
Custom-house officers. of the United
States to deal with the articles in bond at
that date. 'What was the effect of this
mutual legislation between Prince Ed-
ward Island and the United States T It
was to vestin the Americans the right to
fish in the territorial waters of the Islind
for the term of twelve years. The obli-
gation to pay, secured by the Treaty,
was held by the Island before the time
of Confederation, and was a part of the
separate property of the State, the same
as the money in its Local Treasury. It
also had the same effect as a solemn
agreement would have between the con-
tracting parties. It makes no difference
whether the amount of payment was
settled or not, or whether it was settled
by the Award, and the Island held the
right to that sum as part of its present
assets, just as much as if it were bonds
and promissory notes. Suppose I give a
legal document to another party, convey-
ing certain property to him for a con-
sideration.  That deed vests the right or
claim to that property in the person
to whom I give it, while it would vest in
me the right to receive the considera-

tion to be paid. Therefore, the
question is : Whether the rights sur-
rendered by the Island to the
Dominion under Confederation took

away her rights in the agreement between
her and the United States? Did she sur-
render any bonds at the time of Confeder-
ation? No, she did not. Neither did
she surrender any money that was in her
Treasury at the time. Then how can it
be said that the Island yielded up assets
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of a similar nature, There is no evidence-
of it. Besides, the burden of proof is in
the Dominion, and if they fail to esta-
blish it it must be held that no surrender
of the rights referred to was made. It is
important to bear this in mind, because, if
the Fishery interests were really changed
before Confederation into a bond or obli-
gation to receive money, then that is an
end to the argument, for no one has
ventured to assert that the Island trans-
ferred to the Dominion any such bond or
obligation or any personal property of
that character. At any rate, in this siate
of the argument, if any one is bold enough
to assert it, the burden is thrown upon
him to prove the transfer of these par-
ticular moneys, and why the transfer was
made, and all the circumstances of the
transaction, Has this been done? Has it
been attempted? No, and it cannot be
done ; and it follows conclusively from this
course of reasoning that whatever pro-
perty it cannot be shown was handed over
to the general Government, that property
was retained by the Island for its own
use. The Dominion did not go into this
matter blindly. It knew of the existence
of the Washington Treaty. It knew of
the Legislation that had been passed. It
knew, or ought to have known, the nature
of the obligation we held of the Ameri-
cans. It did not stipulate with us re-
specting our share of the Fishery Award.
Tt left that in our hsnds untouched.
They may have made a bad bargain, or an
oversight, but that is not our fault. This
property was ours before Confederation
and is ours still. It should have been
handed over to us direct by the Imperial
Government, and Canada has no right to
retain the money after our claim has
been properly preferred. No consider-
ation was ever given or offered for this
important part of the assets of the Island.
There is no doubt that up to July, 1873,
the Island had the right to make that
bargain with the United States, with
respect to her Fisheries, But there are
important considerations to be borne in
mind, one of which is that the power con-
ferred upon the Dominion by the Act of
Confederation, did not—and could not be
construed to—extend to the interest in
which the Fisheries had been already sold
and conveyed. We must consider, for the
moment, what was meant by the rightto
legislate, respecting the Fisheries. By
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Section 91 of the British North America
Act, the Dominion has exclusive authority
throughout, to legislate in all matters
coming within the classes of subjects
therein enumerated, and among these are
the “Sea coast and inland Fisheries.”
The powers of the Dominion cannot ex-
tend further than these words mean.
No doubt it would have the right to
legislate respecting the  protection
or management of the Fisheries.
Possibly also it has the power to sell or
lease the Fisheries, but the Fisheries
themselves are not by this enactment
vested in the Dominion. It has no estate
or interest in them ; bLut its rights were
only created by the Act from which the
Dominion derives all its power. If the
Dowinion has the right to guard and
encourage the Fisheries, it is for the benefit
of the Fisheries and the Provinces especial-
ly interested. If it has power to lease
them, it is only as an agent for those
Provinees. It cannot do otherwise than
to hold them for the special benefit of the
different Provinces whose Fisheries are
52 dealt with. When the delegation
from Prince Edward Island came here, in
regard to the final terms before entering
Confederation, and when the Terms of
Union were still pending, the following
Memorandum was drawn up :—

‘* Should the above be agreed upon as a basis
of Union, the undersigned will beg to submit a
further Memorandum with respect to the Fish-
eries.”’

This shows it was the intention of the
Island to keep its share of the Fishery
Award ; or,if not, to receive some further
equivalent for transferring it to the Do-
minion. There is nothing to show that
the Island- ever intended to transfer its
Fisheries  gratuitously. — Before she
entered the Union she passed the neces-
sary lagislation to give her an interest in
the Award. The Treaty was not de-
pendent on any proclamation of the Pre-
sident. The main provisions could have
gorne into effect at any time between lst
of March and 1st of July, 1873. It gave
to the United States the right to fish in
the territorial waters of Prince Edward
Island for twelve years, the Island to
receive a certain compensation therefor.
The one did not surrender its right to
a share of the Award by entering Con-
federation, though it surrendered to
the  Dominion  the power to

[ApriL 7, 1880.] Maritime Province Claims. 1203

legislate  respecting  the  Fisheries.
But suppose, for the sake of argument,
that even after July lst, 1873, the
Dominion had the exclusive right to
legislate respecting the Fisheries—what
does this mean? Does this right to
legislate give the ownership to Canada !
Not necessarily. I may have power to
deal with or convey property that is not
my own. I may be an agent merely, or
trustee for another who is the real owner.
And so it seems to me is the relation the
Dominion stands in with respect to the
Island Fisheries. If Canada ever be-
comes the owner, a direct transfer will
have to be made. As the case now stands
Canada is merely a trustee fov the several
Provinces, and any act it does is for the
special benefit of the Provinces. It
might have the power to sell or lease the
Fisheries to the Americans, but it muost
apply the proceeds of the sale in the
manner directed by the Provinces. It
has no right and no authority, under the
British North America Act, to take the
moneys arising from the Fishery Award
from the different Provinces, to which it
essontially belongs, and appropriate it
to the general purposes of the Dominion.
I trust and hope, therefore, that the
Government will make some special ex-
ception in favour of the special claims of
Prince Edward Island and do justice to
that Province.

Mzr. KAULBACH : The subject now
before the House is of very great im-
portance to the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces. The right given to American
citizens, under the Washington Treaty,
to fish in our territorial waters was a
sacrifice, to a very large extent, of the
rights and privileges which our fishermen
possessed, without their getting one soli-
tary benefit in return. The Treaty con-
veys to said American citizens this right
for twelve years, over a coast line of
3,160 miles, representing the dearest in-
terests and rights which the poor fisher-
men of the Maritime Provinces enjoyed.
And what do we get in return from our
neighbours 1 —the  exhausted fishing
ground north of the 39 © parallel of lati-
tude, exhausted by the American fisher-
men long previous to the Treaty. It was
not at all probable that our fishermen
would leave their productive fields, giving
them a comfortable living, and use at any
time the exhausted fisheries on the
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American coast. True, we are told that
we have full access to the American mar-
kets for the sale of our fish and oil,
which, although correct, has been, and

still 1is, of little service to our
fishermen, as the Americans, ever
alive to tneir own interests throng

our waters with their immepse fishing
fleets, better equipped in every way for
fishing than our own fishermen, monopo-
lise our waters and, with their enormous
catches, supply their own markets, thus
depriving us of the only benefit we antici-
pated deriving from this Treaty. Now,
Mr. Speaker, had these Fisheries been ex-
clusively our own, we could not only
have had the American market but the
‘West India imarket as well, the latter
being, without doubt, very remunerating
to us, now very largely supplied by the
Americans from the catches they take in
our territorial waters. Before the in-
terests of our fishermen were interfered
with by this Treaty, we were able to take
fish in large quantities in the inshore
waters of our coast; now our fishermen
have to Jaunch out into the deep waters
of the broad and stormy Atlantic at the
risk of their lives. Then they were able
to use small boats at little cost; now
they are compelled to use vessels and large
boats, which are very expensive, and often
beyond their scanty means to obtain.
Then they were able to enjoy their quiet
rest and sleep at night; now they
are compelled to leave in the darkness
of the morning, in consequence of the
immense distances they have to go
from the coast, and the desire to
get back before the return of the next
night. Then junior members of the
family of the poor fishermen could assist
in the catchiog, as the fishing was closc
at hand in the bays and harbours, and in
smooth water,now only the headsof families
can put to sea and prosecute this hazard-
ous industry. Then it was that less cloth-
ing was required, as it was only by day
and in smooth water that fish were
sought for ; now the heaviest clothing is
needed, in consequence of night fishing
and greater exposyre. Then, in shallow
water, less lines and twines were used, and

they of a lighter texture, less cost and |

no loss ; now the heaviest and most ex-
p:nsive have to be used, and then subject
to be swept away by the first heavy storm
in the ocean. Then they only toiled dur-
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ing the summer season at fishing; now
the poor suffering creatures have to be ex-
posed to the cold, icy blasts of winter as
well, chilled to the very heart to procure
a scanty living for their poor, needy and
suffering families. In fact, many of our
fishermen are now compelled, during
parts of the year, in consequence of the
sacrifice of the Fisheries and the exhausted
state of the fishing grounds, to change
their occupation and go as mariners on
foreign voyages, and some of them to
sacritice fishing entirely and seek other
employments. Now all these difficulties
and privations, by the aid of the Fishery
Award, could be averted, and the fishing
grounds plentifully restored and supplied
with the most valuable descriptions of
fish, and many of the fishermen induced
to return to their original calling. With
the poor fisherman placed in this deplor-
able position, sacrificed and impoverished,
I am not requiring too much when I ask
for a share of the Fishery Award, rightly,
as I believe, belonging to the Maritime
Provinces, of which Nova Scotia claims
the largest interest, she having, of
the 3,160 miles of sea-coast as ceded
to the Fisheries under the Treaty, 1,060
miles belonging to herself. Of the one
thousand vessels engaged in the
Fisheries  belonging to  the Do-
minion, upwards of seven hundred
are claimed by Nova Scotia—I am speak-
ing in fround numbers. Nova Scotia
claims 50 per cent. of all the boats engaged
in fishing, or about eight thousand; up-
wards of 50 per cent. of all the fishermen,
and upwards of 50 per cent. of all the
nets, lines and twines,—that is by the
latest returns. Last year’s not being
given in detail, are not available at
present. The Dominion Fisheries, I
observe by account, were valued for
the year ending June 30th, 1878,
$13,215,678.83. The proportionate value
of each of the Provinces being as follows:—

Nova Scotia,. . .oovvrvevnennens $6,131,599 64
Quebec.....c..iiiiiiaiiienann 2,664,045 30
New Brunswick.........evcuue 2,305,790 69
British Columbia.............. 925,776 98
Prince Edward Island.......... §40,344 22
Ontario. ..coeeeeieveniennenns 348,122 00

Making, as already stated, a grand total of
$13,215,678.83, showing most conclu-
sively that the value of the Nova Scptia
Fisheries is one-half the entire value of all
the Fisheries of the Dominion ; conse-
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quently, according to the value of the
Fisheries, Nova Scotia’s portion of the
Award would be $2,087,838.14. Now,
dependent as Nova Scotia is upon the
Fisheries as an auxilliary to her success,
of which the above statement is a very
evident proof, the $82,628 given her as
an additional subsidy for the years having
lapsed, together with the immense
amounts spent in reckless extravagance
by the late Local Administration in the
subsidising of railways, etc., not vet com-
pleted—the latter, of course, the Dominion
Government are not responsible for—I
would ask, in view of these facts, how is
it possiblefor her to succeed without means
to ameliorate the unfortunate financial
condition in which she is placed, not only
that of debt, but without the means to
carry on the ordinary requirements of the
Province, which position the present Gov-
ernment very readily discovered on their
advent to power, and which is rendered
" still more conclusive and apparent by the
experience of the current year. I wish to
be clearly understood, in this matter, that
I do not wish any part of this Award to
be applied to railways but for the express
benefit of the Fisheries. The Maritime
Provinces, in giving up these Fisheries to
the Americans to be used in common with
themselves from 1854 to 1866, secured
the Reciprocity Treaty, which, whilst it
was a great advantage to the commercial
portion of Old Canada, merely secured
to the Canadian fishermen the United
States market for the sale of their
fish and oil, now supplied by the Ameri-
cans themselves from our municipal
waters.. We have no stronger proof of
the correciness of our claim to this Award
than the example and principle set by
Great Britain in paying over to New-
foundland her portion without an enquiry.
In making this request we are endeav-
ouring to carry out the principle of the
National Policy, and protecting one of the
greatest industries that this Dominion
possesses, and fostering, at the same time,
a ready cash market for the flour and
manufactured articles of the west, the
Maritime Provinces being their best
market and the fishermen their most ex-
tensive purchasers. We expect support
at the hands of Ontario and British Col-
umbia in this matter, in lieu of the many
benefits they derive by the Act of Con-
federation, over and above the Maritime
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Provinces, the former in Canals, Railways
and other Public Works, and the latter in
the Pacific Railway and the enjoyment of
the rich and abundant Fisheries of the
Pacific waters on the other side of this
continent without interruption. Con-
sidering, by this Treaty, the many depri-
vations the poor fishermen have been sub-
Jjected to, and the immense amount saved
to the Dominion by not being required to
protect the coast territory, I feel that in
supporting this resolution for the Award
in behalf of the interest of the Maritime
Provinces, and the fishermen, I claim to
ask it not as a privilege, but as an incum-
bent right, namely, the $4,490,882.94
handed over by the Government of the
United Kingdom to the Government of
Canada, an amount as I hold due to us,
be paid over to the Maritime Provinces
proportionately-—it having been awarded
for the privileges and rights, we Mari-
times surrendered under Articles 18 and
32 of the Treaty of Washington to
our neighbours, over and above in
value that received from them under
Articles 19 and 21 of said Treaty.
The views enunciated by some of the Lion.
members of this House, and the differ-
ences of opinion as expressed by others,
respecting these territorial rights, excites
a doubt in the minds of many as to the
true position of the matter. I hold that
we having exercised, used and enjoyed
these privileges and rights, the same as
Newfoundland enjoyed her rights on her
coasts for so long a period, indefeasible as
I consider, we reasonably now should
claim to hold them upon the well-estab-
lished, time-honoured,and in this instance,
equitable principle, ““That possession is
nine points of the law.” T believe that
Great Britain, when paying over the re-
ferred-to amount, paid it for the interest
of the Maritime Provinces, as an integral
part of this Dominion, to be disposed of
for the benefit of the fishermen. Our
hon. friend from Inverness, the mover of
this resolution, in the dramatic part of
this exercise, has figured somewhat con-
spicuously, and for the information of this
House, were he in his seat, I would ask
him to explain his position. It is asgsert-
ed that the Commission appointed under
Articles 22 and 23 of the Treaty of
‘Washington, and in conformity with the
solemn declaration made and subscribed
by them on the 15th June, 1877, met in
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Halifax and awarded the sum as referred | tervals, under the supervision of the fish

~to. I would ask, under these circum-
®&taunces, how can ourhon. friend account for
his lack of alacrity and zeal, and ‘want of
patriotism in not pressing this claim on
behalf of the fishermen, before the present
Administration came into power. The
Award was made in 1877, and Parliament
met, under the last régime, in 1878, of
which he was a strong supporter ; could
he not have had interest enough at that
time with the then Premier, now the hon.
leader of the Opposition, to have pressed
the claim with the same persistent vigour
that he is now doing? Was it not the
duty of our hon. friend, representing a
fishing constituency, and was it not the
right of the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment of that day, to have advised the
British Government, before their paying
the money over to this Dominion, to make
a special proviso, that the amount, when
paid over, was to be expended for the
benefit of the Fisheries of the Maritime
Provinces ! Certainly it was. Some ap-
pear to question the exaect sincerity of the
hon., member for Inverness in now press-
ing this claim, instead of in 1878, which
is perhaps severe ; but I do say that he
certainly is open to censure for neglecting
to press it in the Session of 1878, when
the opportune moment offered, which, had
he done, would probably have avoided
the present lengthy discussion, and much

disquietude. I claim, Mr. Speaker,
that this Award is justly due to
the Maritime Provinces, for  the

reasons I have already advanced, on the
principles of equity and fair play, that is
tosay, that what comes from the Fish-
eries should be returned to the Fisheries.
The fishermen are the bone and sinew of
the Province I have the honour to repre-
sent, and onz of the leading arteries to
the wealth and success of this Dominion;
and I would fail in my duty to them,
whose interests I hold most dear, as well
as to my county and Province, were I
not to uphold their interests, and to ad-

vocate to the utmost of my a.blhty, this,
as I hold, 8o just a claim. I hope this
House will see the necessity for comply-
ing with this just request and honourable
demand for the Fishery Award, and in
doing so, I would strongly advise that
the mouey be expended in the erectipn
of fish nurseries or fish-breeding estab-
lishments, along the coast, at certain in-

Mgr. KAuLBACH.

cultumst Mr. Wilmot ; and the fishermen
induced, by a compensation amply to re-
ward them for their libour and time, to
collect all the spawn, or ova, from the
fish, and dispose of them tothe fish cul-
turist, which would not only be a nucleus
for the recuperation of the now all but ex-
hausted fishing grounds, but a great help
to the fishermen whose return of fish,
often, is not sufficient to pay their ex-
pensive supply bills.  Wishing that words
could more strongly express the senti-
ments I entertain on this important sub-
ject, on behalf of the interest
of the fishermen, and hoping that this
““Ship of State” will not leave the poor
fishermen as a shipwrecked crew to
weather the storms of adversity, but that
she will come to their rescue and give
them of that which they claim as their
own, as the price of what they had to
surrender to their Republican neigh-
bours.

Mr. WELDON moved the adjourn-
ment of the Debate.

Motion to adjourn the Debate negatived.

Mr. HACKETT : The resolutious sub-
niitted by the hon. member for Inverness
(Mr. MacDonnell), which we are now
discussing, are, in my opinion, based upon
a sound principle. They state that the
Award under the Washington Treaty
should be distributed amongst the fish-
ermen of the Maritime Provinces who
have suffered by the operation of that
Treaty. I have much pleasure in sup-
porting that proposition, as I believe that
what came from the Fisheries should re
turn to the Fisheries. This isa principle
I have always contended for, and is the
only basis upon which this question can
now be satisfactorily settled. Any per-
son who takes the trouble to read the re-
port of the proceedings of the Halifax
Commission, will see that the Award of
$5,5600,000 was based as much upon the
losses and disadvantages suffered by the
people of the Maritime Provinces, owing
to allowing Americans the use of their
inshore Fisheries, as it was to the benefits

and advantages accruing to the
citizens of the TUnited States, on
account of having the use of

those Fisheries. We, who come from
the Maritime Provinces, know some-
thing of the privations and hardships of
the fishermen _of those Provinces, who
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are compelled to go down to the sea in
small boats to make a living for them-
.selves and their families. And, when
they find, as they have found during
_late years, after building and equip-
ping their boats and preparing themselves
to prosecute their precarious calling, that
the citizens of a foreign country are on
‘the fishing ground before them with their
large vessels, fitted with all the modern
appliances for catching fish, virtually
depriving them of the means of making
a living for themselves and their families ;
and when they further find that these
foreigners, by the use of purse seines, are
rapidly destroying this valuable industry,
and that year by year the Fisheries are be-
coming less productive, they consider they
are only contending for their just rights
when they insist upon a distribution of the
Fishery Award in their interests. Hon.
gentlemen in this House, who are not
acquainted with this question, would do
well to inform themselves with regard to
these facts; and, after doing so, I am
sure they would come to the same con-
clusions as myself. The Fisheries of the
Gulf of St. Lawrence are the heritage of
the people of the Maritime Provinces ;
and when they find their birthright taken
away from them, and sold to a foreign
country, they only do their duty when
they ingist that the money accruing to
Canada by virtue of this sale, should be
divided amongst those who have suffered
by the sale. True, it may be said, and it
has been said, that the people of the
Maritime Provinces have, under this
Treaty, the right to sell their fish, free of
daty, in the United States, and that such
right is a great boon te them. Previous
to the Treaty coming into force, there
might have been something in this; but
now guch an argument is not worthy of
consideration, as the fishermen know that
the price of fish in the United States

markets is regulated by the sup-
ply and demand. And as the
Americans, on account of being
allowed to fish™ in the waters of
the Maritime Provinces, keep the

market overstocked, our fishermen find
that they must submit to a great reduc
tion in price ; and, -instead of being able
to control those markets, as they could do
under different .circumstances, they find
that they have to compete with fish
caught at their own doors by foreigners.
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These remarks I have made apply to the
case of the Maritime Provinces generally,
and I hope they may be successful in
their efforts to obtain a portion of this
Award. But, while doing so, I contend
that Prince Edward Island has a separate
and distinct claim to a portion of this
money ; and, in doing so, I base my con-
tention upon the grounds taken by my
hon. friend from King’s (Mr. Muttart),
who will submit his amendments when
the House goesinto Committee on the
main motion. His resolutions are as
follows :—

““ 1st. That before July 1st, 1873, the Treaty
of Washington was in full force and effect as
respecty Prince Edward Island.

¢“2nd. That there was no express or implied
surrender of the interests of the Island in the
Fishery Award, and at the time of the Island
entering Confederation,

**3rd. That the British North Awmerica Act
does not apply to a case where an interest
in the Fisheries had been sold and conveyed
away, and the rights to the purchase money had
accrued to the Island before Confederation,
and such Act does not authorise the General
Government to appropriate the proceeds of the
sale of the Island Fisheries for the general pur-
poses of the Dominion.”

These grounds are, I believe, well taken;
and if hon. gentlemen would study them
they must arrive at the conclusion that
our claim is not only based upon prin-
ciples of equity and justice, but is also
sound from a legal and constitutional
standpoint. We all know that, at the
time this Treaty was entered into, Prince
Edward Island was an independent
Colony, having no connection whatever
with the Dominion of Canada. We also
know that, before this Treaty could be per-
fected, so as to make it binding in all
its provisions, the Colony of Prince
Edward Island was called upon to pass an
Act ratifying the Treaty so far as she was
concerned. The Government and Legis-
lature of the Island very reluctantly
passed this measure, as they were well
aware that the people were making a
great sacrifice when they were surrender-
ing the valuable inshore Fisheries. to a
foreign country for the term of twelve
years. We find, on looking over the des-
patches having reference to this question,
a Minute of Council of the Prince Edward
Island Government, dated the 24th July,
1871, from which I take the following
paragraph :—

‘‘ The Committee submit that a commercial
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arrangement with the United States, in cor-
sideratiou of the use of the Fisheries, would
have been most acceptable ; but as the Royal
High Commissioners were unable to induce the
American Government to change its commer-
cial policy, the people of the Island, being ex-
tremely loyal and devotedly attached to British
Ingtitutions, would be most unwilling
to throw any obstacle in the way
of an amicable settlement of all causes
of difference between Great Britain and
the United States,and would therefore willingly
accept any reasonable money compensation in
addition to the privileges granted as an equiva-
lent, but under the Washington Treaty nothing
of the kind is guaranteed them.”

Lord Kimberley replies to this Minute ot
Council, in his Despatch No. 82, dated 3rd
Spetember, 1871, in the following man-
ner :—

‘T have the honour to acknmowledge the re-
ceipt of your Despatch, No. 59, of the 25th
July, communicating to me the consent of your
Government to the admission of United States
fishermen during the present season to the
privileges granted by the Treaty of Washington
80 far as concerns the Colony under your Gov-
ernment.

‘“Her Majesty’s Government have learnt
with much satisfaction that the Prince Edward
Island Government have so willingly acceded
to their wishes in this respect. With regard
to the observation contained in the Minute of
Council which you have forwarded, to the effect
that the Prince Edward Island Government
would readily accept any reasonable money
compensation in addition te the privileges
granted as an equivalent, but that under the
Treaty nothing of the kind is guaranteed, I do
not understand why the Prince Edward Island
Government should object to the reference of
the question of the money compensation to arbi-
tration, which seems to be the fairest way of
determining such a point, more especially as
the fact stated in the Minute that the rights of
fishing conceded by the United States are com-
paratively worthless is, it must be presumed,
capable of distinct proof.”

It will thus be seen that Prince Edward
Island surrendered the use of her Fish-

eries to the Americans at the urgent re-
quest of the Imperial Government, but

with the distinet understanding that she!

was to receive a money compensation for
the privileges thus surrendered. Having
established this fact, it next remains to be
seen whether or not the Island surren-
dered her right to this money when she
came into Confederation. Now, I con-
tend she did not. At the time of Con-
federation she stood precisely the same as
Newfoundland with regard to this Treaty.
All the legislation necessary, so far as she
was concerned, had been gone through,
and it only remained for the Commission

MR, HACKETT.
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i to sit and make their Award, and their

not having done so until after she came
into the Union, cannot possibly affect her
claim toa portion of the Award. Now,
Sir, T am not a lawyer and do not under-
take to discuss the legal aspect of this
question, but I have always heard it laid
down as a sound principle in law that
what was not included in an agreement
was excluded, and when we see that by
the terms of Confederation no surrender
was made by the Island of any right she
held under the Washington Treaty, we
must only come to the conclusion that
legally and constitutionally she still holds
that right. Undoubtedly the British
North America Act gives to the Dominion
the power to legislate with regard to the
sea coast and inland Fisheries; it also gives
the right to protect, but it cannot be
shown that it gives to the Do-
minion vested rights held by a Pro-
vince under Treaty with a foreign
country before Confederation. The
interest of Prince Edward Island to a
portion of this Award, was a legitimate
asset of the Province, and cannot be
claimed by the Dominion, on any better
grounds than the funds in the Local
Treasury miglht be claimed by her at the
time of Confederation. It is true, we
have been told by the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council, tbat we have no
claim to a portion of this Award, from
the fact that the Island came into the
Confederation on the 1st day of July,
1873, being the day on which the Wash-
ington Treaty came into operation. I
cannot understand why the hon. gentle-
men, who formed that Committee, should
dismiss our case in so summary a manner
and on so flimsy a pretext. It is a well-
known fact that we had nothing to do
with fixing the time at which the Treaty
should come into operation ; that was done
by the Government of the United States,
over which we had no possible control ;
and because they fixed upon that day,
it cannot take away from us our rights

in  this matter. The Island Gov-
ernment and Legislature had done
all that was mnecessary for them

to do for the purpose of securing to the
Island a portion of this Award long be-
fore the 1st July, 1873, and having done
so nomere accident can deprive the Is-
land of her fair share. These disting-
uished gentlemen will have to reconsider
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their decision on this question ; and after
doing so, and after giving this subject all
the consideration its importance demands,
they must arrive at the conclusion that
their former opinion was given without
duly considering the question. The
right hon. leader of the Government has
stated in his speech this evening that this
money should be applied to the building
of lighthouses, improving of harbours,
etc., in the Maritime Provinces, and that
such appropriations are made in the inter-
ests of the fishermen of those Provinces.

I have great respect for the opinions ot

the hon. gentleman, but I cannot agree
with him in this instance. Under the
Confederation Act the Dominion is bound
to build lighthouses, construct break-
waters and improve harbours, which
is done in the general inter-
ests of trade and commerce. We
know that the mariners of Norway and
Sweden, of France and the United
States, derive as much benefit from the
lighting of our coasts and the improving
of our harbours, as the people of the
Moaritime Provinces. Then again, look at
the large expenditures which take place
yearly, for the building of lighthouses
and the improving of navigable rivers on
the Upper St. Lawrence ; and on the
great inland waters of the Dominion this
is done, and must be done quite irrespec-
tive of the Fishery Award. Keeping
our share of this money must be defended
on better grounds than these, and better
reasons must be given before we will be
satisfied. It has also been said that the
Dominion has been called upon to expend
large amounts of money in protecting the
Fisheries of the Maritime Provinces, and
as there is a probability of the Washing-
ton Treaty being abrogated, or, at all
events, not renewed, that large amounts
will be required for that purpose again,
at an early day. The Dominion assumed
the responsibility of protecting our
Figheries before this Award was made,
and must continue to do so out of the
general revenue, so long as protection is
necessaty. But who have defended and
protected our Fisheries in the past? Was
it not the Mother Country? We know
that it is a matter of history, that, in the
year 1870, when Canada was in a better
position financially to protect the Fish.
eries than she is in to-day, that Admiral
Wellesley was ordered to dispatch a
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sufficient force of British war-ships to
Canadian waters, for the purpose of
maintaining order and protecting the
Fisheries; and if this protection argu-
ment were correct, its logical sequence
would be, that Great Britain, and not
Canada, has the right to this money.
But we know how the Tmperial Govern-
ment acted with regard to this matter ;
they at once handed over to Canada the
balance of the Award, after deducting
Newfoundland’s share, thinking that

Canada would do justice to all the Pro-
of

vinces, particularly the Province
Prince Edward Island. They did
not raise the ecry of protection,

and that they should be reimbursed’
out of this money, although they had ex-
pended millions of dollars in the protec-
tion of these Fisheries. They would
scorn to keep the money that came out of
the purchase and sale of these Fisheries,
and showed, by handing over to New-’
foundland her share, that the amount
should be distributed amongst the Mari-
time Provinces. With regard to the
special case of Prince Edward Island, I
trust that the Government and the House
will do us justice. I do notlook upon the
vote that is about being taken as in any
way affecting the Island’s interests. Our
special case is not] connected with the
question now before the House. We in-
tend that it shall rest on its own merits
outside of the claims put forward by the
other Provinces. We do not come here
as suppliants looking for charity ; we ap-
pear here in the full possession of our con-
stitutional rights and privileges as British
freemen, advocating that justice be done
our constituents. We appeal to the
representatives of the great Pro-
vince of Ontario, as well as those of the
sister Province of Quebec, for justice,
in this matter we know we have the
sympathy of our friends from British
Columbia and Manitoba. We would
ask that great statesman the right hon.
the leader of the Government, who was
mainly instrumental in forming this great
Dominion, and who laboured so ably and
so well in reconciling the different ele-
ments and interests in this Confederation,
to consider what may be the result of re-
fusing us our rights. Our people are
firmly of the opinion that they have a
just and a legal claim to a portion of this
money ; and should their just rights be
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denied them, I fear that a disturbing
element will be introduced into this Do-
minion that will cause trouble and dis-
content for a long time to come. Asa
representative of the people of Prince
Edward Island, I am determined to use
every constitutional means in their be-
half, and by earnest exertion and constant
agitation on the floor of this House, to
endeavour to obtain justice for them with
regard to this important question.

Mz, McDONALD (Pictou): Before
the debate closes I desire to express, in a
very few words, my views on a question
so important to the Province I represent,
and so important to myself, individually,
as one of its representatives. Fully im-
pressed with the gravity of the question
we are discussing, and the possible results
of that question, so far as it may affect
public opinion in the country, I ask the
indulgence of the House for a few mo-
ments while I reply to certain statements
that have been made. There is no doubt
that the discussion has been forced upon
the House, not with a desire to ascertain
the trath, or a desire to discuss it in
the calm, deliberate, judicial manner
which characterised the speech of the
hon. member for Halifax, to ascer-
tain  whether on the confederation
of the Provinces certain rights were
reserved which they now claim, and to
which the Dominion, under the advice of

. the hon. leader of the Government, seeks
to establish its right, but with the mani-
fest object of promoting dissatisfaction,
and trying to impress upon the people
the opinion that this House, this Parlia-
ment of Canada, not of right and justice,
attempts to retain from the Provinces
rights to which they are entitled under
the law.  Believing, as I do, that every
man who loves his country, every man
who respects the right and desires to
support the Constitution, is bound, no
matter at what personal consequence to
himself, to ignore that view of the ques-
tion, and do right, though the heavens fall.
I shall endeavour to give my reasons to
my constituents and the country at large,
why I think the amendment of the hon.
leader of the Government should be sus-
tained. I approach the consideration of
this question with a full sense of my
responsibility, and with a knowledge of
‘the feeling which obtains in Nova Scotia.
Unfortunately, that Province, like other

Mz. HackerrT.
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Provinces of the Dominion, who were
not careful to husband the resources

which became their inheritance on their

entering Confederation, feels itself in the
position of a man whose funds are ex-
hausted, and who jumps in any direction
where he thinks he may obtain relief. I
can quite understand and sympathise
with the people of Nova Scotia in the
condition in which they find themselves ;
but I cannot shut my eyes to the tact, and
it is well they should know it from a man
whom they feel and believe—I care not
what is said to the contrary—will speak
fairly, truthfully and honestly of their
position, that the position in which they
stand was brought upon them by those
to whom they entrusted the management
of their affairs.” This applies not only to
Nova Scotia, but to other Provinces. In
every instance in which the Terms of
Union were either originally settled or
subsequently modified in favour of the Pro-
vinces, such Province was in a position, if
economy, prudence and care had been
exercised by iis statesmen, to meet all the
reasonable responsibilities devolving upon
it as a member of this Confederation.
Until the recent election changed the
political complexion of such Provinces,
they had been ruled by men who seemed
to ignore their responsibility to the
country, and to think their mission was
not to economise, but to dissipate and
squander the limited funds which the
Constitution placed in their hands. Hence
we have this questicn, which originates
withapeopledrivenon by necessity,and who
are not prepared to treat the question with
that calm deliberation they would other-
wise bring to bear upon it. But no mat-
ter what the excitement of the moment
may be, I do not fear that reflection and
deliberation, that the second sober thought
of the people on this question, as upon all
others, will justify the men who resist
the pressure brought to bear upon them,
and who desire to sustain what they
believe to be the Constitution of the
country. No one can regret more than
I do that I have to put myself in opposi-
tion to the views of many hon. members
from my own Province, for whom I have
the greatest respect, and with whom I
have hitherto acted in concert ; and it is,
therefore, with the greatest possible regret
that I am obliged, on this occasion, not
only as a member of Parliament, but as
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a member of the Government, to differ | argument turns against the user of it, .

with them in the views they have.given.
I spechlly regret having to differ with my
hon. friend from Halifax, Knowing him
so long, knowing the calmness of his
Jjudgment, and the thorough sincerity
with which he discusses every question ;
knowing the great labour and thought he
" has given this subject, and the anxiety
he has displayed not to deal with it for
party purposes, but with a single view,
to reach the right and just conclusion, I
will endeavour to show the hon. gentle-
man where, as a lawyer and a man read
in the history of his country, he will be
obliged to coincide with the views con-
tained in the amendment of the right hon.
leader of the Government. ~ With regard
to the observations of my hon. friend from
King’s, P.E.I, (Mr. Macdonald), it may
be said that the claims of the representa-
tives of that Island stand in a somewhat
_different position from those of the older
Provinces, and it may be possible there
is something in their view of the case. It
is quite true that negotiations did take
place between the Island aud the United
States, with the consent and knowledge,
I believe—I was not in the Government
at the time—of the Dominion Govern-
ment, on which, and under which, per-
haps, certain rights and considerations
may be due to that Colony, which may not
be due to the other Provinces. I can
only say that, should that, on investiga-
tion, be found to be the case, should the
Government find, on a full and intelligent
apprehension of the facts that, under the
Constitution and law, and under the terms
under which this Island entered the
Union, that any consideration that can
be extended to it, the hon. representatives
may be quite sure that the fullest and
fairest consideration will be given
to any claims they may establish,
The hon. member for Queen’s, P.E.L,
(Mr. Brecken), in illustration of the
validity of his claim, and of the construc-
tion of the Act on which the argument
turns, said that, at the time of the nege-
tiations for the Union with Canada, Mr.
Laird, the delegate from the Island,
placed among the Terms of Union pro-
posed by him, the condition that, should
any amount be given as compensation for
the use of the Fisheries by the Americans,
the Island should receive her share.
Does my hon. friend not see how that

and utterly destroys his pretensions?
Because, if that were the true construction
of the Treaty recognised by the Do-
minion, as existing between the Provinces
and the Dominion, it would not be
necessary to insert such a clause in

the Treaty of Union with the
Island, thereby making an excep-
tional Treaty as regards the Island

and the other Provinces. On the other
hand, the argument proves conclusively
that, right or wrong, the hon. the leader
of the Dominion Government and col-
leagues entertained on that occasion the
same view of the Constitution, and the
effect of the Treaty, that they take to-day ;
because, when the proposition was made
by Mr. Laird, instead of adopting it and
recognising the proposition of the Island,
the Government declined to accede to the
proposal, saying : ¢ That is not the proper
construction of the Treaty, and we cannct =
allow the Island an advantage not granted
the other Provinees.” 'That contention
shows that Mr. Laird’s view was unten-
able in fact, as well as in the opinion of
those with whom he was dealing, as repre-
senting this Dominion. With regard to
the observation of the hon. memher for
Lunenburg, as to the fishermen
of Nova Scotia, I cannot patiently
bear to see an hon. member repre-
senting a class so spirited, vigorous
and intelligent, speak of them as the poor
fishermen of Nova Scotia. I can assure
my hon. friend from Lunenburg (Mr.
Kaulback), that I do not think his own
constituents would thank him for this
classification. I know the south coast of
Nova Scotia and its population well, and
a more hard-working, resolute, enterpris-
ing and intrepid body of men does not ex-
ist in this wide Dominion. They do not
live in huts, but in substantial, well-built,
comfortable houses, as a general rule;
and except in years when the failure of
the Fisheries or crops create want or dis:
tress, there is no more hardy, healthy
people on the face of the earth, nor any
better fed than the fishermen of Nova
Scotia. They are men not only able to
take care of themselves, but to defend their
country if need be. If there be exceptions,
they are such as you see in every class of
society, persons who, for want of economy
and thrift, would starve in any position.
I should be ashamed, as a Nova Scotian,
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to come here and ask the guardians of
the Constitution to violate it, if such
might be done, simply because hon. gen-
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the United States, were transferred,
“ given over and sold,” to use the phrase-

rology of some hon. gentlemen, t& the

tlémen choose to speak of Nova Scotians | United States, to the same people who

as the poor fishermen.
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Richey), over the ground he has trodden
so well, but in some respects I would go
even further with reference to the claim
and character of the right which per-
tained to Nova Scotia and the other Pro-
vinces before Confederation. He traced
correctly the history of the Fishery rights
of Nova Scotia to the time she obtained
responsible Government, and the transfer
%> the people, by the Crown and Act of
Parliament, of what was called the casual
and territorial revenue, embracing the
Crown lands, mines mineralsand royalties.
These were held by the Province as part
of the public domain until they were
freely transferred to Canada at Confedera-
tion. T might go further than the hon.
leader of the Government, with reference
to the" territorial rights of the Colonies
before Confederation. Before that time,
the grant by Nova Scotia of the land
under the water, three miles from the
shore, would be held, in my humble
opinion, a valid, legal grant. But my
learned friend will not fail to see a wide
distinction between a mere territorial

right to the land covered by water, and a |

right to the dominion over the fish in the
water covering and running over that
land. Thatv land is claimed because it is
a right incident to every British subject.
Therefore, my hon. friend will see that,
while going even further than my hon.
friend from Halifax (Mr. Richey), or
than the right hon. the leader of the Gov-
ernment, and I still stand on firm ground
with reference to the general public right
in the Figheries adjacent to the coast,
within three miles of the sea-shore. My
hon. friend appeared to forget that this is
not the first occasion on which the Fish-
eries of Nova Scotia and the Lower Pro-
vinces were made the lever to obtain for
the Provinces commercial and other ad-
vantages. In 1844, as the hon. member

for Halifax informed the House, the !

Lower Provinces became possessed of
these territorial rights. In 1854, byaTreaty
made with the Crown, with the consent
of Nova Scotia, these Fisheries, now con-
gidered so inalienable, in exchange for
ocertain commercial privileges granted by

Mz, McDoxnaup.

I will not follow ;

possess the privileges so much complained
of now. My hon. friend beside me said
it was for value received. I doubt if the
consideration was very much greater than
the value we have received now. What
is the value received? The body of fish-
ermen in Nova Scotia, by virtue of the
Treaty of Washington, ohtained advant-
ages over their fellow subjects of a very
valuable character. Because, while all
the other productions of Nova Scotia and
of the whole Dominion were excluded by
an almost prohibitory tariff from the mar-
kets of the United States, the fishermen of
the Maritime Provinces had the immense
privilege of entering those markets with
their fish duty free. So we see that over
and above the large pecuniary Award we
have received, we have had the benefits
resulting from the Reciprocity Treaty, as
well as those now enjoyed under the
Washington Treaty. But ‘I pass on to
ask thé House to consider the nature of
the vote it is asked to give tonight. It
is the fact that, by the British Norti
America Act the rights and privileges
referred to, and particularly so far as the
Fisheries were concerned, were transferred
to this Dominion. That has never been
cenied.

Mr. WELDON : What part of the
Act transfers the Fisheries !

Mgr. McDONALD : I am astonished
at that question from the hon. member for
St. John.  The 91st clause of the British
North America Act provides that the Par-
liamentof Canada shall make laws exclu-
sively forthesea-coastandinland Fisheries,
and my hon. friend will find nothing to
contravene the power thus given this
Parliament ; and he will not deny that
the power of legislation is the highest
form of sovereignty known to the Con-
stitution of England. Therefore, when
the Actwhich constitutes the Constitution
of this country gives to the Dominion
Parliament the absolute control of legis-
lation over the Fisheries of the sea-coast
and the rivers, I ask him whether, under
these circumstances, he could pretend
that any power whatever, other than an
Act of Parliament, could abrogate that
control? But the Parliament of Canada
lost mno time in exercising the



Fislery Award,

right  thus  conferred  upon it,
and in terms so clear that there could be

no mistake as to the intention of Parlia- [ contention now set up.

ment, either in this House or in the Pro-
vinces. It is true there was no anticipa-
tion of $5,500,000 coming to us when
this House was dealing in the most abso-
lute manner with what is now called pri-
vate territorial rights in the several
Provinces. By the Fisheries Act passed
by this Parliament in May, 1868, the
laws relating to the Fisheries in New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia were repealed,
with the exception of certain provisions
in the revised Statutes of Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, and the words in which
they were dealt with are siguificant indeed,
and show that the right asserted by this
Parliament is not denied by any local
statesman, and has not been challenged
up to this hour. It says:—

+¢ Provided always that such Fishery Officers
as may be especially empowered in that behalf
by the Governor-in-Council, shall also_exercise
the powers by the said recited Act and chapter
of Acts vested in Revenue and other Officers,
Sheriffs and Magi-trates, and all penalties and
forfeitures impused under the same shall be
paid over to the Receiver-General through the
Department of Marine and Fisheries to be
applied towards the Fisheries Protection Ser-
vice, in like manner as other fines and confisca-
tions under the present Act.”

So this Act rot only abrogated the laws
by which the Provinces had previously
exercised their rights, with the exception
I have named, but in retaining these
sections they made an express provision
that,all penalties or loss acerning from the
Fisheries should be appropriated by the
Dominion Government for the purpose of
protecting the Fisheries. Now, I ask my
hon, friend if those who governed the
Provinces at that time, and who were
hostile to Confederation, having had such
a fair opportunity to challenge the
action of this Parliament, I ask him
if - they would mnot have raised the
question then which is raised to-day,
it they believed there was any found-
ation for the argument we now hear?
For twelve long years these Fisheries
have been protected on land and on sea;
fleets have been n:unned, fleets of the Do-
minion and fleets o! the Mother Country,
for their protection ; and during all that
time the Provinces claimed neither to
share in the expense nor challenged the
right of this Parliament to take the

|
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measures taken. Iiven this recognition
would be quite a sufficient answer to the
Let me say this
to the country : the strength of a legal
claim does not depend upon the value of
the estate affected thereby ; if we have a
right to these Fisheries our claim is
equally strong, whether it is worth a dol-
lar or a million of dollars, and it is per-
tinent to enquire, would the present con-
tention have been raised if this large sum
had not been obtained as compensation ?
But irrespective of the arguments so
clearly put by the hon. the leader of the
Government, my hon. friend will
not deny the dominant power of
the Crown and its inherent right to
transfer the territory of the Crown
without the consent of the Legislature.
Sir George Grey propounded this doctrine
in the strongest possible manner. Writing
in 1854 to the Governor of Nova Scotia
with reference to the Treaty of Recipro-
city, Sir George Grey said:

‘¢ Article V. runs as follows :—* The present
Treaty shall take effect as soon as the laws re-
quired to carry it into operation shall have
been passed bty the Imperial Parliam nt of
Great Britain, and by the Provincial Parlia-
ments of those of the British North American
Colonics which are affected by this Treaty on

the one hand, and by Congress of the
United States on the other.” ”

He makes this note oa it :

““ This Article is, of course, not to be under-
stood as if the assent of the Provincial
Legislature, or even of the Imperial Legisla-
ture were necessary, in order to enable the
Crown to execute a valid and binding Treaty
with a foreign country. This is, in all coun-
tries, a prerogative of the Sovereign power,
and in England the Sovereign power guoad hoc
is vested in the Crown.

‘“But the concurrence of the Legislature
may, nevertheless, be required to abrogate ex-
isting laws, which may be, in any respect, in-
consistent with the intended Treaty, and it is
in this sense that I conceive the provis'on of
Article V. is properly to be understood.”

Coming down to the Treaty of Washing-
ton in 1871, we find that the right and
authority of the Dominion of Canada
over the Fisheries is fully recognised in
terms by the highest legal authority in
the realm. In the 2lst Section it is
agreed :

“It is agreed that, for the term of yeas
mentioned in Article 33 of this Treaty, fish
oil and fish of all kinds (except fish of the
inland lakes, and of the rivers falling into
them, and except fish preserved in oil), bein,
the produce of the Fisheries of the Unite
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States, or of the Dominion of Canada, or of
Prince Edward Island, shall be admitted into
each country, respectively, free of duty.”

‘We have, in the words of the Treaty, a
recognition of the authority of the Domin-
ion of Canada over the shores of the old
Provinees. The right hon. the leader of
the Government has shown beyond dis-
pute that the territorial rights of the sev-
eral Colonies were transferred under
Confederation, and made part and parcel
of the Dominion. It was recognised by

the  highest authority, the Im-
perial  Parliament,  declaring  that

when the necessary laws were passed
the Treaty should come into force.
If my hon. friend from St John will
venture to contend that the rights of do-
main now set up remain in the Provinces
I shall be very much surprised. Let me
ask the hon. gentleman why this right of
the Provinces did not dawn upon him last
year, and why, when one of his leaders
(Sir Richard J. Cartwright) stood hefore
him last Session and declared that, as a
matter of constitutional right which no
one should dispute, the Fishery Award
was a legitimate asset of the Dominion,
why did he not rise in his place and in-
form the hon. gentleman that he was cal-
culating upon money which did not be-
long to him. The reason the hon. mem-
bers for Inverness, Shelburne and Anti-
gonish did not take that stand last year
is, becaase it didnot suggest itself to them
then as a party cry. DBut if those
gentlemen go back to their constituents
now with such a cry on their lips,
they would be referred to the position
taken by the late Finance Minister when
he said :

Tt would have been alleged, from one end
of Canada to the other, that we were about to
bribe the electors, and I would have been cen-

_sured then, as I was censured before, for bor-
rowing money far in advance of my real wants,
and that, too, when, as these worthy gentle-
men would not have failed to point out, I had
not only the Fishery Award, but $11,000,000
of guaranteed loan to fall back on in any
event.”

I undertake to say that the hon. gentle-
man will not recall those words to-day.
Neither he nor the hon. leader of his
party will venture to say that, when the
late Finance Minister said the money be-
longed to the Treasury of Canada, he
made a misstatement or a mistake.
But they give leave to their followers to

Mgz. McDoxNALD.
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ignore the law and the facts, and to make
a party cry out of this question. I have
to apologise to the House for detaining
them so long. I am afraid that in the
attempt to be concise, I have not been
so clear and explicit as I desired.

Mr. MACKENZIE: We are satis-
fied.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) : I am glad
the hon. gentleman understood me. I
can assure him that T am no more anxious
than himself on that score, for I want to
be fairly and properly understood, and it
is for that reason I have stated as a mem-
ber of Parliament, bound and determined
to protect and guards the rights and
privileges of the county which I represent,
and whose especial duty it is to guard the
constitutional rights of this country, that
I cannot give my consent to the proposi-
tion of the hon. member for Halifax.

Mz, FLYNN: If I had any desire to
address the House at length this evening,
I certainly would have felt satisfied it
would be useless to advance any further
arguments in behalf of the claims of the
Maritime Provinces after the statement
made by the right hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment. It is clear to my mind that
we are not to expect any share of this
Award. I would have been satisfied with
the remarks I made upon this subject on
a former occasion, if it had not been for
some statements made by the last speaker.
It would have been quite sufficient, in my
opinion, for that hon. gentleman to have
endeavoured to advocate the legal view.
He holds that the people of the Maritime
Provinces are not entitled to their share of
the Award, but that it i1s the exclusive
property of the Dominion. Without intro-
ducing matter foreign to this discussion,
the lon. gentleman referred to the finan-
cial position of the Local Government of
Nova Scotia, and he has made most un-
fair statements with regard to their re-
sources, and their want of care in hus-
banding them. Now,if the Local Gov-
ernment have not the resources to carry
on the administration of affairs in the
Province, it is due to the Act of Confed-
eration. The hon. gentleman also stated
that members on this side of the House
were unduly bnnging pressure to bear on
this question for party purposes. I have
not advocated the matter from a party
standpoint. I did not wait until this
year to make known my views on the sub-
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ject, and the remarks of the hon. the Min-
ister of Justicecaunot have reference to me
last Session, when the hon. member for
Prince, P.E.I., made a motion in con-
nection with this subject. I addressed
the House at some length, and then advo-
cated, as well as I could, the claims of the
Maritime Provinces to the Fishery
Award. I believed then, as I do now,
that they have a legal right to it. The
Minister of Justice drew a very flattering
picture of the condition of the fishermen
of Nova Scotia ; he stated that they lived
in fine, substantial houses and were well
off. I wish, Sir, that this picture was
true. I regret to say it is mnot.
There are many of them very comfortable,
but a large number do not enjoy the com-
fort he speaks of.  They are, as a rule,
poor, and find it difficult to procure the
common necessaries of life.  He says that
the Fisheries were transferred to the Do-
minion by the Act of Confederation,
which the people of Nova Scotia had
learned o appreciate, and that the Act
would be sustained in that Province to-
morrow. I teil the hon. gentleman
he knows little of the Province when Le
hazards that assertion. Never was there
greater dissatisfaction existing against
that measure than at present. After
thirteen years experience of Confederation,
I believe the feeling is stronger against it
to-day than it was in 1867. The advan-
tages predicted to foliow the measure, and
the bright prospects held out to
the people in connection with it, have
not yet been realised. The Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia is far from
being as prosperous now as it was then.
If Nova Scotia is now financially embar-
rassed, it is due to Confederation and not
to the action of the present Local Govern-
ment or their predecessors. It is due to
the hon. the Minister of Justice and his
colleague, who are responsible for bringing
us into it. I wasastonished to hear him
say, that the people transferred their
rights to the Dominion with their own
free will and consent. He knows, Sir,
or ought to know, that they never con-
sented to the transfer, that the over-
whelming majority of the people of Nova
Scotia were opposed to Confederation on
any terms, and it was only by manipula-
ting the Legislature and securing a
majority there that the Act was carried.
But, I would ask that hon. gentleman to
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contrast the financial condition of the
Provinee now, with what it was in 1867,
‘We had then, under a 10 per cent. Tariff,
nearly completed 115 miles of railway
east, as far as Pictou, tapping the Gulf of
St. Lawrence, and over 130 miles west,
as far as Annapolis. Since then, thirteen
years, we have not been able to build
more than forty miles east and about
sixty miles west; the Provincial Gov-
ernment, is financially embarrassed, and
unable to provide for the ordinary
services of the Province ; while its people,
under the present grinding Tariff, are
taxed on some description of goods—
those used by the poorest classes-—as
high as 40 and 50 per cent., and still we
arerefused our share of the Fishery Award.
The hon. the Minister of Justice stated
that the Maritime Provinces surrendered
their exclusive fishing rights in 1854, If
we did, we got an equivalent in the fres
admission of our fish, coal and lumber, to
the markets of the United States. That
hon. gentleman has also endeavoured,
while addressing the House, to create the
impression that the Award was given, not
for damage sustained by our fishermen,
but for rights conferred on our American
neighbours. This is not correct. Those
entrusted with the management of the
case, on behalf of Great Eritain, clearly
placed before the Commission that the
loss sustained hy our fishermen was an
important element in the case for their
consideration. They stated that, if the
American fishermen were precluled from
fishing in our inshore waters, they would
be unable to supply their own extensive
markets, and they would, to a great extent,
be supplied by our fishermen and a better
price realised for the fish they caught.
There was abundant testimony to svpport
this part of the case, and we may fairly
assume that the Award would not have
been so large if this fact had not been
clearly proved. It has been contended
by the Government that we have no
legal right to this money. I think, Sir,
a very strong case has been made out fully

establishing our legal claim to it.
But whatever doubts may exist as
regards the legality of our claim,

surely no one will contend that we have
not an equitable one. Our fishermen,
alone, have suffered by the equal privi-
leges granted to American citizens to fish
in our inshore waters. No other in-
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terests in this Dominion were affect-

ed by it; mno other class
and none but the
receive the

But we are told by the hon. leader of the
(Government that we have no right to this
money, that it is an asset of the Domin-

[COMMONS.]
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ion, to be used for Dominion purposes.

Having, as I know he has, a large
majority to sustain his views, I feel il is
useless that I should say anything fur.

ther, particularly at this late hour of the

night ; but, Sir, I cannot allow this op-
portunity to pass without protesting
against the views held by that hon. gen-
tleman and his colleagues in reference to
the Award. In advocating the claims of
the Maritime Provinces on a former occa-
sion, or in anything I have said to-night,
I feel it due to myself to say that I have
not been influenced by any feeling of hos-
tility towards the Government or with
any desire to embarrass them., I be-
lieved then, as I do now, that the Mari-
time Provinces, alone, have aright to this
Award. The people of these Provinces
with scarcely an exception, believe their
claim to be a just one, and no special
pleading or vote of this House will change
that opinion.

Mgz. WELDON:: I should have thought
that a matter involving such a large
amount of money, and involving the in-
terests of the Maritime Provinces, was
worthy of being discussed on its merits,
‘We have heard a great deal about the
North-West, but what we want to hear is
something about the East, we want the
rights of the Eastern Provinces protected.
It we are going to be given away we want
to know it. The hon. the Minister of
Justice has called upon me, as a lawyer, to
answer a proposition he has made in this
House with regard to this question. In
addressing myself to this question, I wish
to contine myself to its legal aspects, with
reference to the several Governments con-
cerned. Previous toConfederation, Quebec,
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island, were independent and
separate Governments, but owning alle-
giance to the Mother Country. With re-
gard to foreign powers they had no power
to make Treaties, or any regulations, ex-
cept through tne Imperial Government.
Now, we want to find the position of these
Provinces in regard to the Fisheries in our
bays and on our shores, We all know

Mr. FLyxy.

“inland country.
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that there has been a decision before the

suffered, | highest English Court, involving territorial
fishermen should  rights, within the marine league, or the
benefit of this Award.!three miles beyond the coast, and that

decision affirmed that this marine Jeague
was part of the territory of the country ;
therefore, the rights to the Fisheries

within these three miles belong to the

With regard to the
peninsula of Nova Scotia, the whole of
the TFisheries within the three-mile
limit belonged, therefore, to that Province.
I do not mean in an Imperial sense that it
was the property of Nova Scotia, butit
was the exclusive property of Great
Britain, in trust for the Province. In
1877 a case was taken to the Privy Coun-
cil from Newfoundland, with regard to
rights of Newfoundland in Conception
Bay. The judges of Great Britain recog-
nised the rights of the Colony to legislate
with regard to that. I do not view this
question either as a party or a provincial
question, but as a question of justice. If
we have the right to that money we are
entitled to it.  'When we went into Con-
federation it was by the voice of the
people, and I abide by that decision ; but
if we have not deprived ourselves of
rights of property, we claim them now.
It has been said that so far as foreign
countries are concerned, and so far as the
rights of fishing are concerned, Great
Britain was to represent us. Well, T
find that in Newfoundland, in a case in
the Privy Council, it is laid down as fol-
lows :—

“ It does not appear to their Lordships that
jurists and text writers are agreed what are
the Jrules as to dimension and configuration
which, apart from other consideration, would
lead to the conclusion that a bay is, or is not, a
part of the territory of the state possessing the
adjoining coasts, and it has never, that they can
fiad, been made the ground of any judicial
determination. Ifit were necessary in this case
to lay down a rule, the difficulty of the task
would not deter their Lordships from attempt-
ing to fulfil it. But in their opinion it is not
necessary so to do. It seems to them that,
in point of fact, the British Government has,
for a long period, exercised dominion over this
bay, and that their claim has beer acquiesed in
by other nations, so as to show that the bay has
been for a long time exclusively occupied by
Great Britain, a circumstance which, in the
tribunals of any country, would be very im-.
portant. And moreover, (which in a British
tribunal is conclusive,) the British Legislature
has, by Acts of Parliament, declared it to be
vart of the British Territory and part of the
country made subject to the Legislature of New-
foundland. To establish this proposition it is
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not nacessuy to go further back than to
59 Geo. 3, ¢. 33, passedin 1819, now nearly rixty
years ago. There wasa convention made in
1818 between the United Statesand Great
Britain relating to the Fisheries of Labrador}
Newfoundland and Her Majesty’s other posses

sions in North America, by which it was agreed
that the fishermen of the United States should
have the right to fish on part of the evasts, (not
including the part of the Island of Newfound-
land  on  whkich Conception  Bay lies,)
and should not enter any ‘bays’ in
any part of the coast except for the purpeses
of shelter and repairing damages, and purchas-
ing wood and obtaining water, and no other
purposes whatsoever, It seems impossible to
doubt that this Convention applied to all bays,
whether large or small, on that coast, and con-
sequently to Conception Bay. Itis true that
the Couvention would only bind the two na-
tions who were parties toit, and consequently,
though a strong assertion of ownership on the
part of Great Britamn, acquiesced in by so
powerful a state as the United States, the Con-
vention, though weighty, is not decisive. But
the Act already referred te, 59 Geo. 3, c. 38,
though passed chiefly for the purpose of giving
effect to the Convention of 1818 goes further.
It enacts not merely that subjects ot the United
States shall observe the restrictions agreea on
by the Convention, but that all persons, not
being natural born subjects of the King of
Great Britain shall observe them under penal-
ties. Andin particular, by Section 4, it enacts
that if ‘ any person,’ upon be‘ng required by the
Governor, or any other officer acting under
such Governor, in the execution of any order or
instructions from His Majesty in Council, shall
inter alia refuse to depart from such bays
he shall be subjectgto & penalty of £200. No
stronger assertion of exclusive dominion over
these bays could well be framed. As has been
already observed, Conception Bay is in every
sense of the word a bay within Newfoundland,
though of considerable width ; and as there is
nothing to justify a construction of the Act
limiting it to bays mot exceeding any particular
width, this in an unequivocal assertion of the
British Legislature, of exclusive dominion over
this bay as part of the British Territory. And
as this assertion of dominiom has not been ques-
tioned by any nation from 1819 down to 1872,
when a fresh Convention was made, this would
be very strong in the tribunals of any nation to
show that tuois bay is by prescription part of
the exclusive territory of Great RBritain.”

By that decision these territories and
the three miles from the coast belonged to
Newfoundland, and Great Britain only
held them in trust. To the Provinces of
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island apply that principle, and
then these territories were held by Great
Britain in trust for the Provinces.
Viewing it in that sense, supposing the
appropriation had taken place before Con-
federation, who was the creditor of the
United States ¢ Great Britain, but as trus-
tee for the Provinces of Nova Scotia, New
77
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Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.
Ir this case, the money was paid over
to the Imperial Government, and the lat-
ter handed it over to the Dominion, and
they stood in the same position as Great
Britain as trustees for the several Pro-
vinces of Nova Scotia, Prince Edwara

‘Island and New Brunswick. Now, I ask

the hon. the Minister of Justice to point
out if anything within the four corners
of the British North America Act gives
these Fisherics to the Dominionof Canada.
There is nothing of the sortin that Act. I
regret I was not here when the hon.
member for Halifax put forward his
views, but T understand he put forward
the same legal arguments as I would have
done. My contention is, in brief, that
prior to Confederation these Fisherles be-
longed to the Provinces, held in trust for
them by Great Britain ; that Great
Britain and the Dominion in regard to
the Fishery Award are trastees for these
Provinces ; that Newfoundland, being
awarded a share of the Award, wasa
recognition of the right of each Province
to a share of the Award. Iasked the hon.
the Minister of Justice to point out what
part of the British North America
Act conferred this power, and he stated
that the 12th sub-section was so clear on
the subject that anyome who runs may
read it. I contend that that does not
convey the property, but only the right of
legislation with regard to it. If the
Fisheries belonged to the Province, they
were the public properties; and in the
117th section it is provided that ‘ the
several Provinces shall retain all their re-
spective public property mnot otherwise
disposed of in this Act.” The public
property is comprised of land, mines,
minerals and fisheries.

Mg, McDONALD (Pictou) : In what
section is it stated that the Fisheries are
included in ¢ lands, mines and minerals 7’

Mz. WELDON: I understood both
the hon. gentleman and the hon. member
for Halifax to state that the 109th section
covered that.

Mz. McDONALD : No, Idid not say
that ; I referred to royalties.

Mr. WELDON: The 108th section
reads :

“The Public Works and property of each

Province, enumerated in the third schedule of
this Act, shall be the property of Canada.”

And the 109th provides that :
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¢ All 1inds, mines, mnerals and royalties

belonging to the several Provinces of Canada,
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick at the Union
* * *  ghall belong to the several Pro-
vinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and
New}lx‘t}‘:nswick in which the same are situate
Or arise.
T agree that, so far as that section is con-
cernesdl, it merely vefers to lands, mines,
minerals and royalties, but I think the
matter is made clear in the 117th sec-
tion.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou): The
British North America Act is an excep-
tion to an ordinary statute, because every-
thing that is not granted is reserved.

Mr. WELDON : The British North
America Act is the same asan Act of the
Parliament of this Dominion. When the
School Case, from New Brunswick, went
to the Privy Council, Lord Justice James
treated it asany other Statute which they
were as capable of construing as either
Kent or Story. Taking the sections I have
queted into consideration, T think it is
clear the Fisheries were not handed over
to the Deminion Government. I am
going to give the words of Lord Selborne,
one of the ablest jurists in England, in
delivering an opinion in the Privy Coun-
cil, on the 91st Section, which the hon.
Minister lays so much stress upon.
It was urged by the counsel in that case,
Mr. Benjamin, a very able lawyer,
with regard to land on the sea coast, that
no part of the land in the Province upon
the sea coastscould be dealt with, because
by possibility it might be required for a
lighthouse. I wish now to show what
view the Privy Council took of the 12th
Section :(—

* It was suggested, perhaps not very accu-
rately, in the course of the argument, that upon
the sawe prisciple no part of the land in the
Province upon the sea coasts could be dealt
with, because by possibility, it might be re-
quired for a lighthouse, and an Act might be
passed by the Dominion Legislature to make a
lighthouse there. That was not a happy
illustration, because the whole of the sea coast
is put within the exclusive cognisance of the
Dominion Legislature by another article.”
That is the decision which Lord Selborne
arrived at, referring the words ¢ sea coast ”
to the land and not to the fish. The 13th
schecule of the 9th sub-Section puts the
lighthouses under the charge of the Do-
minion of Canada ; but the reply is that
the whole of the sea coast is put within
the cognisance of the Dominion Govern-
ment.

Mz. WELDON.
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Mzr. McDONALD (Pictou) : Not at
all.  He concurs exactly with me.

Mgr. WELDON : If these Fisheries
were the public property of the Province,
canyoutakeitaway exceptinexpresswords?
These were a part of the terms on which we
entered Confederation: that it would
protect our coast and Fisheries and public
lands ; but Canada has no right to tike
our public lands, which are protected as
much as the Fisheries would be by a
navy. Would it be contended that, be-
cause these Islands are protected, that
because Prince Edward Island is protect-
ed by the Dominion, that all this land
could be taken. When I was a boy I
saw Her Majesty’s ships going up and
down the coast protecting the Fisheries,
and we should have them doing so to-day
whether we belong to the Confederation
or not. We do not want cur Constitu-
tion surrendered, We pever surrendered
it. 'We have a right to these Fisheries,
which, under the British North America
Act, remains intact to us to-day. The
money held by the Dominion was not
paid over to it for its use, but the Domin-
ion simply received it in trust for the
Provinces. The people of the Lower
Provinces depend upon these Fisheries for
a living, just as much as the farmers of
Ontario do upon their broad fields. We
wish to claim our ocean crops in the same
way as the Western men do their field
Crops.

Mr. DOMVILLE: The hon. gentleman
who has just spoken, and who was elected
for the city and county of St. John (Mr.
Weldon), pretends, to-night, to represent
the whole Province of New Brunswick,
and by fso doing he bhas taken away
the laurels from the member for Queen’s
and other representatives of the Province.
I would like to know whe represents New
Brunswick after that. I must, however,
tell my hon. friend that his remarks are
most illogical. No doubt he will plume
himself in New Brunswick for the stand
he has taken to-night, as he contends, in
obtaining its rights in regard to the
Fishery Award ; and will seek also to
obtain the credit for having sought for a
portion of the said Award. He will
see that the hon. member for Queen’s
(Mr. King) does not back him up. Had
he, as a lawyer and advocate, vroved his
case, I would have voted with him, irre-

| spective of party or consequences ; buthe
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has failed to doso. He proclaims that he
will vote for justice and right, con-
stituting himself sole judge and jury in the
case. To gain the ear of the House and
to convince the country that he is right
in his decision, he started with the doc-
trine of the sovereign rights of New
Brunswick and Nma Scotxa, and sought
to establish his cause on a tervitorial basls

but he had not gone far before the
real secret came cut, namely, that
he was sowing discontent, or trying to,
amongst the Maritime people ; because
he tried to maks his argument stronger
and more conclusive by stating,as a ground
to rest his cause on, that the North-
West was being built up at the expense
of the whole country, which was unfair,
and that, consequently, New Brunswick
should get a money concession also. I say
that is illogical. If he had wished to
gain Lis object legitimately, he would
have based his argument on what was
Just and right in itself. He endeavours
to carry his point by sending broadcast
through the country what he must know
is a false doctrine, and endeavours, in the
most unpatriotic manner, to make discord
in the various Maritime Provinces. If he
was correct in his views, that the North-
West was getting what was not her due,
why should a second wrong be committed
by giving New Brunswick what does not
belong to her? I suppose it is alawyer’s
view of ¢justice.” The hon. gentleman
said each Province owed separate alle-
giance to the Mother Country. As
a constitutional lawyer, it was an insult
to the intelligence of this House for him
to tell them that. To prove his case, he
asserted that we owed our existence
somewhat as a corporation did, and derived
our charter from the British Government,

and could not go beyond the four pointz
of that consbltutlon He cited the case
of the Quebec Lieutenant-Governor as an
illustration. We were, as he said, under
the necessity of getting rid of him; thus
showing that we  had a right to interfere
with the affairs of that Prounce, or any
other Province. Because the Lieutenant-
Governor held his office at the will
and pleasure of the Governor-General-in-
Uouncil, he undertakes to tell * us
that each of the Provinces has territorial
as well as sovereign rights. The hon.

nwember knows better than that, and can
4ive no authority for such a statement.
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He says further, as conclusive evidence,
that when he was a youth, a British man-
of-war was in the habit of gnarding the
Fisheries, which went to prove that being
the property of Britain she guarded
them. If the British Government guard-
ed these Fisheries it was because they
owned them solely, without respect to the
territorial rights he speaks of ; and when
they ceded them to Canada they with-
drew their fleet and handed the whole
thing over to her. It was evidence of
the intention of the British Government
that the Government of Canada, for the
fature, should own these Fisheries, and
was hencoforth to guard them at her own
expense, which she has done since Con-
federation. Now this argument should
have been based, in my judgment as a
New Brunswicker, on our just rights, i€ we
had any. My hon. friend has not proved
to the House that we have suffered in
any way by this arrangement. If Canada
had not obtained that money for the
Fishery claim from the British Govern-
ment, would he have undertaken to have
said we had a claim on the Dominion Gov-
ernment for it, and on what would he have
based his claim? No, Sir. But because
some of our assets, he claims, realised a
a value, he undertakes to tell us thai we
must have a second bargain with the I'o-
minion. When we entered into tae
Dominion, we handed over our assets to
the Dominion, and got what was con-
sidered at the time a quid pro quo, and
now we must abide by the results. Tn
giving my vote to-night, I do it with
just as much regard to what is right and
wrong as the hon. member does. T seek
to make no political capital out of this as
my hon. friend does. The intelligent
county I represent will return me as long
as I give an honest vote, even if I makea
mistake, in giving it, from their point of
view. They do not expect me to endorse
or give any clap-trap vote to gain cheap
popularity. I feel they will bo better
pleased with an honest vote, even if it
should be in a dirvection that would pre-
vent New Brunswick receiving a sum of
money that she was ot entitled to; and I
hope always to vote on a broader basis
than on a party or unpatriotic one, such
as my hon. friend contends for to-night.
When I moved my resolution against the
hon. the Minister of Railways last year,
in regard to his policy and management of
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the Intercoinnial Railway in the interests
of the Proviuce of New Brunswick, did I
get any support from gentlemen from
New Brunswick, or hon. members on the
other side of the House?
ot the Opposition members said a wordin
the cause, or stood up for our rights,
although they pretended they were willing
to back me up in the lobbies afterwards.
The people bt New Brunswick will view
this feeble effort of the Opposition to
cause trouble as it deserves. The hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon), has
said to-night that Le accepted Confi dera-
tion with all its consequences, which is a
candid admission coming from him, and
in the same breath he said it had ruined
and was ruining New DBrunswick.
Illogical again.  'Why should Le accept a
peli y which was to ruin his Province !
I intend to vote for the resolutions of the
right hon. the leader of the Government ;
first, because we have entrusted to him
the Government of the conutry and have
confidence in his judgment as a consti-
tutional lawyer ; and, secondly, because T
have heard nothing to refute the argu-
ments brought forward by the right hon.
gentleman and other members against the
adoption of the resolution of thehon. mem-

ber for Inverness (Mr. MacDonnell)
aad I am willing at any time
to meet my hon. friend frem St

John and other members from New
Brunswick, either in my own county or
theirs,and prove the soundness of the vote
I am about to give to-night.

Me. FORTIN: Having moved in this
matter last year, 1 desire to make a few
remarks on the present occasion. The
resolutions presented by me in the last
Session of this House were not to the
effect that individual Provinces had terri-
torial rights to the Fisheries, and that
the Maritime population had an absolute
right to the Fishery Award ; but they ex-
pressed the idea: “that it was equitable
and right that the money which came
from the Fisheries should be returned to
the Fisheries.” When we brought these
resolutions, in reference to the disposal of
this Award, before this House, when we
defended our ideas on the subject, had
we any personal or sectional motives in
so doing? No; none, whatever; the re-
solutions are on the records of the
House and speak for themselves. Our
1deas were based on broad International

Mgr. DouviL E.
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grounds ; Dbecause the Fisheries are an
important element in the general resour-
ces of this country, because the fish taken
by the fishermen are sold, some in this
country, but the greatest part is exported
to foreign countries, which brings in
money that adds to the puablic revenue
and which is otherwisc expended in every
part of the Dominion. In moving our
resolutions on this matter, we were in-
spired by a national spirit. I believe
in the National Policy, but believe, also,
that it should be extended to the ex-
tremities of the Dominion, and not con-
fined, in the practicable application of its
benefits, to the centre only. There is no
industry that requires the effective and
friendly hand of the Government, more
than the Fisheries, because it is generally
carried on at great and peculiar disad-
vantages. The avocation of the fisherman
has to be carried on in storms and against
high winds, frequently at the peril of life
and property. In this country, on ac-
count of the severity of the climate, our
fishermen are compelled to suspend oper-
ations entirely for a considerable portion
of the year, and even in the summer,
sometimes, for weeks together. 1 hold
under my hand a carefully prepared state-
ment showing that the fishermen of
Gaspé and of Labrador, for instance, can-
not fish, on an average, more than 100
days out of the 365 days of the year. In
the face of these facts, surely they are en-
titled to some measure of aid from the
Government, in the way of ameliorating
the hardships and disadvantages peculiar
to their hazardous calling. When I pro-
posed my resolutions last year, we did not
pretend that we had exclusive rights to
that money, or that we had territorial
rights ; I did not pretend, nor do I now
pretend, that this is not Federal money.
I have the honour to represent a county
in which three-fourths of the popu-
lation live directly by the Fisheries.
I would be very soiry to see the Fisheries
under the control of the Local Govern-
ments, because they would not have the
power, perhaps not the will, which the
Federal Government has to protect them.
When I submitted these resolutions I
said: Is it not right and equitable that
this money should be expended in such a
manner as to foster these Fisheries? If g
proper policy were adoptedin this matter,
we would be enabled to renovate the
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tishing grounds, some of which have been |
exhausted during the last twenty-five
years, and to further Jevelop the present
productiveness of now existing, and at
present used, fishing grounds, so that their
productions would become perpetual and
a permanent source of support to the
people for all time to come. If something
is not done in this direction, the maunu-
facturers will lose the support of the best
.customers they now have. What do the
economists say ! That the home market
is the best for the tradesmen. The arti-
sans of our towns and the farmers com-
prise our markets in ihe centre of
the country; but is not the best,
the largest, purchasing market, to
be found in the Maritime Provinces, with
their half a million of people who live by
the Fisheries. It has been said that
fishermen are, in general, an improvident
class. Unfortunately, the majority ot
them do spend everything they earn ; but
they are, for all that, a fine, hardy, moral
class of men who deserve, at least, as
much consideration from the Government
as any other class. They consume three
times more dutiable and manufactured
goods, than do the farmers, head tor bead,
of their comparative population.
being unable, at this moment, to find
some accounts sent me by fishery mer-
chants of Gaspé, which go to show the
.amount of goods they consume. I voted
for the Nuational Policy, but under the
expectation that its provisions would be
extended to every class. At present, by
that policy, the fishermen and mariners
are, in some ways, taxed heavier than they
were before its introduction. They should,
therefore, receive some consideration from
the Government in the way of protecting
their interests, as a set-off to their some-
what increased burdens. In addressing
the House last year, I endeavoured to
prove—and trust that I made myself un-
derstood by the intelligence of this
honorable House, because I used irrefu-
table arguments, adduced from the tes-
timony given before the fishery Com-
mission at Halifax—¢ That to admit the
Americans to a participation in our
Fisheries would be to lessen the produc-

I regret !

tiveness of these Fisheries to our own

people.” ‘Whenone farmer alone cultivates ‘
-a given area of ground, he has a chance {
of reaping from off the whole area, or at '

Jeast 8o much of it as he chooses to sow ;
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but put two farmers upon this same area,
and 1its produce has to be divided between
them. It is precisely the same with our
Fisheries. Before the Washington Treaty
our fishermen had their Fisheries to
themselves ; but their chance of secur-
ing fish has, since then, been vastly
reduced, by admitting the Americansg to
share in our grounds. I shall vote for
the proposition of the right hon. the
leader of the Government, because, if it is
carried, it does not shut out the solution
of the difficulty for which a great many
hon. members from the Maritime Pro-
vinces, like myself, have heen working
patiently since this Parliament met. The
hon. gentleman, the member for Inver-
ness, who introduced the resolutions now
before the House, tried to throw asper-
sions on my course of action. He wanted
the country to believe that I brought in
my resolutions late, and for some purpose.
Well, T always have a purpose in what I
do, but it is, as invariably, a straightfor-
ward purpose. My purpose then was to
give a chance to all parties concerned to
study the question, so that it might finally
come before Parliament with a good
chane> of success in the right direction.
If these resolutions of the hon. meuber
for Inverness had not been introduced, I
would have brought in my resolutions,
not unaided, but with the cunsent
and approval of all my friends; and would
have endeavourad to lead the couniry to
perceive that what we asked was equitable
and just. But I was shut out by the
resolutions now before the House, but
next year I shall bring mine forward
again, with the full belief that the House
will accept them; and if this be so we will
have no reason to regret the action then
taken, as it will prove the direct means
of increasing the protection, and, conse-
quently, the production of the Fisheries.
Considerable efforts are being made in
that direction in the United States, be-
causz the Government of that country
has bzcome enlightened on the subject.
There they now fairly perceive that the
sea, equally with the choicest of the land,
is capable of producing for the wants of
consuming millions. This year they have
tried an experiment which has already
proved froitful. If no protection ‘s
extended to our Fisheries, the cod
and other fish on the banks
will be destroyed by the Americans.



1222 Fishery Award.
Many of our Fisheries are still fairly
good. I demonstrated, last year, how-
ever, that many of our Fishery banks are
already half ruined ; and if the Americans
are permitted to come for many years
longer, and to employ their present means
of fishing, the half of our present fish
production will have disappeared in ten
years. I hope, Sir, the Government will
take these facts, and all their attendant
circumstances, into serious considera-
tion. Every hon. member represent-
ing ‘a fishing constituency, who has
addressed the House on this occasion,
has testified to the great importance
of this industry, to the whole country ;
and it is to be hoped that the Gov-
ernment will so weigh the matter, as they
will be induced to protect our people
against the greed of American fishermen,
and  against their destructive fishery
appliances which have tended to making
fortunes for them at the price of destroy-
ing our Fisheries. In addition to this we
should also endeavor to recuperate or
replenish the Fisheries, now exhausted on
many of our banks and other fishing
grounds. Acting under the full convic-
tion of the soundness of these opinions,
and with the knowledge of the defeat
of the resolution now before the House,
I intend to support, by my vote, the
amendment of the right hon. the leader
of the Government.

MRr. CASGRAIN : This is a very im-
portant question, and ought to be treated
not from a party point of view, I have
read attentively the amendment to the
amendment, and declared myself strongly
in favour of it. It expresses exactly the
Constitutional Law under which we live,
and disposes entirely of the abstract ques-
tion of the Constitution. But we must
not confound two things that are very
different, the abstract question of pro-
perty in the Dominion as to the Award,
and the particular vse to be made of the
sum awarded, 80 as to meet the justice due
to the parties the most interested, and not
only protecting the Maritime Fisheries,
but also mainiuining and developing their
productiveness. Though this Award is a
general compensation to the Dominion,
doubtless a part of it has been desigmed
for the Maritime Provinces as damages
for expenses or injuries that have resulted
to certain private individuals in the dif-
ferent Provinces. Part of it must be

Mz. FortIN.
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paid to the private sufferers. I do not
mean that it shall go to any of the Local
Governments, however. There are to-day
on the Bay of Fundy and the Bay of
Chaleurs, and on the St. Lawrence
coasts, private grants of Jand and
rights that date beyond 1763, which
must be protected and maintained " as
they then existed. Special grants
have been given to holders of Fisheries
by the Crown of France, in the Bay of
Fundy and in Quebec. I know one in-
stance where we bave a right in Kamour-
aska, in regard to a porpoise fishery
granted by the King of France. I give this
as one of the instances of the neglect to look
at this matter historically. You speak of
the three-mile range before 1763, while it
did not exist gquoad those private rights.
I quote this fact in support of the position
taken by the hon. the leader of the Govern-
ment, because it shows the money must
not go to the Local Legislatures, but must
be divided between the Dominion Gov-
ernment and the private individuals who
have suffered. 1 intend veting in favour
of the amendment to the amendment,
reserving my opinion as to what may be
done afterwards to better the position of
the different Provinces.

Mgr. KILLAM : After hearing, last
year, for a whole afternoon, the hon. mem-
ber for Gaspé (Mr. Fortin) expatiating
on the Fisheries question, during which
he enunciated so warmly the doctrine
that an amount should be set apart for
the benefit of the Fisheries, it is cruel to
our feelings to see now the hon. gentle-
man come here and complain because the
Government have not adopted his idea as
to the disposition of the Award. Asto
his devotion, the hon. member for Gaspé
deserves the sympathies of the House.
Nobody could be better informed on the
subject. But we have yet to learn from
any speech made by either himself, or the
member for Halifax (Mr. Richey), or any
other member, what the Governmen# in-
tend to do with the Fishery Award, which
is the great question before the House.
I would like to call to the minds of
hon. gentlemen the course that has been
pursued on this question from the start.
Last year we had the Saturday afternoon
speech from the hon. member for Gaspé
(Mr. Fortin). This year the subject was.
brought up by the hcn. member for Inver-
ness (Mr. MacDennell ), on the 22nd.
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March. On that day the hon. the Min-
ister of Finance suid it was not advisable
to discuss 16 because he had some papers
to lay on the Table which would give us a
more intellicent understanding of the
question. We waited until the present
occasion, when the hon. member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Richey), stated it was out of
order. The policy of the Government
on this question has been one of de-
lay, They desired to do nothing but
to stave the subject off. Of course the
Government can impose any policy on
this House they choose. They have got
the money and they mean to keepit. They
will not even execute the public works in
Nova Scotia, that are absolutely required.
Several applications have been made to
them, and the applicants have scarcely
received a civil answer. The fishermen
deserve to have their works assisted and
promoted, the harbours improved, the
rivers dredged, so that they may carry on
their business more successfully. The
fishermen are patient, they do not make
much noise, but they are waiting for the
good time coming. The fishermen be-
lieve this Government has never done the
first thing for them, except to increase
their taxation ; tut they are waiting for an
opportunity to help put in a new Govern-
ment, which will have more consideration
for their claims than the present one.
Mg. ANGLIN: There are important
questions raised by the amendment pro-
posed by the hon. the Premier, and I
would like to enter into their considera-
tion at some length, but as the hour is
late, I must content myself with simply
expressing my dissent from some of those
propositions. I am not prepared to
accept the proposition that the Fisheries
belong to the Dominion and not
to the Provinces: to the Dominion
in its own right and not as Trustee for
the Provinces. Noram I at all prepared
to assent to the proposition put forward
by the hon. the Premier, that the
Dominion is justified in putting this
money into the General Treasury, because,
hereafter, some troubles may arise irivolv-
ing the Dominion in expense for the pro-
tection of those Fisheries. That would
be a reason why, if this Treaty were re-
newed from time to time, the proceeds of
the Fisheries should gointo the Dominion
Treasury for ever. The right hon. gentle-
man chose to assert that the persons living

~
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on the seacoast and engaged in the
Fisheries, have alvantages greater than
the people who live in the interior,
bacause in addition to the lands
they possess, they possess also the
opportunity of fishing in our waters.
Anyone knowing the position of the
fishermen of this country must be aware
that the right hon. gentleman lLas repre-
sented their position as more favourable
than it actually is. Tieir lands are gener-
ally poor, and of those wko live upon
them few are farmers; they depend al-
most exclusively upon what they draw
from the sea. It is true enough that the
people of Ontario bave a right tu come
down and share in those Fisheries, as huve
the people of any other part of the
British dominions; but, as a matter of
fact, they do not do so, and it is only
from the fishermen themselves that any-
thing given to the Americans has been
taken away. It has been alleged that
our fishermen suffer no injury by reason
of the Treaty, and, therefore, have no claim
for damages. The fishermen of the Bay des
Chaleurs complain that the fishermen from
the United States come in and spread
their enormous nets, sweeping the whole
bay, so that the fishermen have very little
chance of doing as well as they would
do were the Americans excluded. I
do not allege that the Provinces, as
Provinces, have a right to this inoney;
but the people have an equitable right to
ask that it be applied judiciously and
carefully, for the advancement of the
Fisheries and their protection, and in
assisting the fishermen in their most
arduous and dangerous occupation. Very
much less has been done towards the
promotion of the Fisheries than was
promised, and very much is regunired to
be done. If the Estimates when brought
down showed that the Government in-
tended to be more liberal than formerly
in this respect, they would be in a much
better position than they stand in now.
They say in this Parliament we have a
legal right to this money—a right to ap
ply it as we please. They apply it all to
the use of the North-West, and have
none to spare for the Maritime Provinces,
They stand upon the strict legal right to
do as they please, and they please that
very little of it shall be appropriated for
the benefit of the fishermen of the Mari
time Provinces.
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Mr. GILLMOR : T have listened to
the arguments on this question very
attentively. Thave never had any doubt as
to the equity of the claim of the Mari-
time Provinces to this money. I have
listened to the speech of the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Richey), and his clear,
lucid arguments, and 1 am sure that,
whatever may be the result of this dis-

cussion, the Maritime Provinces
are indebted to him for the able
manner in which he has advo-
cated their interests. He made

out his case very clearly, not only as to
the equity, but the legality of the claim.
Although I am not free from party feel-
ings, and am sometimes animated to a
considerable extent by them, yet when I
see the -delicate position in which the
Fovernment are placed, I would not try
to embarrass them. I think they are in a
position to judge quite as disinterestedly
on the merits of the case, as hon. members
working against them. This question
ought to be treated fairly, and I am in-
clined to treat it fairly. I was pleased
with the arguments of the hon. the leader
of the Government. His points were
very strong. but I rather inclined to the
conclusions arrived at by the hon.
member for Halifax, Perhaps I may
be somewhat influenced in my judg-
ment. I agree with the remarks of
the hon. the Minister of Justice in
regard to the poor fishermen. There are
a large number of this class in my riding,
and, I say it with no desire to flatter, that
there is no class of persons in the county
of Charlotte who are in more comfortable
circumstances than the fishermen. There
is no reason why this money should be
devoted to their special benefit on the
ground of their poverty, because they are
quite as able to sustain themselves as the
other classes of the community. At the
same time I do not agree with the stress
laid upon the idea that the money should
be expended for the protection of the
Fisherics..  We do not know where the
Dominion might be invaded first; but I
hope, whether it is divided among the
Provinces or not, that something will be
done for the fishermen. I do not consi
der that the lighthouses on the coast are
of very great benefit to them ; I do not
know of any especially erected for their
benefit. For the past few years I have
been trying a fog-horn in a locality where

MRr. GILLMOR.
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a greiwt many fishermen reside. A

small appropriation of $2,500 was
voted in 1878, for a pier and break-
water at Grand DManan., This was

a small amount, but it would have
afforded protection for the small boats.
That sum, however, was never expended.
I think that the least that can be done
for the fishermen is to build small break-
waters where boats can run in in stress
of weather.

Mg. GIROUARD (Kent): I should
have allowed this question to pass, as I
have done many others since I have had
the honour of sitting in this House, with-
out speaking, were it not that the inter-
ests of my constituents compel me to ad-
dress the House. The question which
has engaged our attention until this late
hour of the night is one of the very
greatest interest to the inhabitants of
New Brunswick. It is to them a ques-
tion of the greatest importance as well as
to the people of Nova Scotia and Prince
Edward Island. And among the inhabi-
tants of New Brunswick none are more
affected by this Fishery question than
those who reside along the north shore
and that of the Strait of Northumberiand.
I have the honour to represent a county,
a large number of the inhabitants of which
subsist entirely, or partially, on the pro-
ducts of the Fisheries ; and it is my duty
to express to the House the opinion of
those persons who are directly interested
in that important industry. I say that
this question is one of vital iaterest to
the Maritime Provinces, and this is why I
say so: The Fisheries furnish daily fcod to
thousandsof personswhodevote themselves
exclusively to that industry; they are also
of great importance because they consti-
tute one of the principal resources of the
Lower Provinces, if not the most impor-
tant of them. The value of our Fisheries,
as shown by statistics, clearly proves that
a considerable amount of labour and of
capital is annually employed in that in-
dustry. Tt is in truth tous an unrivalled
source of wealth. Last year statistics
showed that the value of fish exported to
foreign countries amounted to $3,499,516.
The value of fish taken on the coast of
New Brunswick amounted, according to
the last report, to $2,305,790.69 ; on the
coast of Nova Scotia to $6,131,099.64%
and on the coast of Prince Edward Island
to $840,344.22; giving a total of
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$9,277,734.55. This does mnot include
$3,037,944.28 for the other Provinces,
which should be added to the latter
amount, making the grand total for the
whole Dominion, $13,215,678.83. Such,
Mr. Speaker, is the value of our Fisheries;
the amount is a large one. Further
examination of the statistics shows us that
there are engaged in this industry, in
Nova Scotia, 11,367 vessels and boals,
giving employment to 26,527 men; in
the Province of New Brunswick, we
have engaged in it 4,636 vessels and
boats, providing work for 8,712 men; and
in Prince Edward Island, 1,804 vessels
and boats, giving employment to 51,296
men. This gives a total for the Maritime
Provinces of 17,807 vessels and boats
employed in the Fisheries, providing em-
ployéd for 92,535 persons. Is not this,
Sir, a productive industry, and an im-
portant source of revenue, especially to
the Lower Provinces! An examination
of the topographical features of Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Ed-
ward Island will show that the population
has settled almost exclusively along their
shores and their rivers. Fish are found
in greater or less abundance along all the
shores of these three Provinces, and the
French Canadian, English, Irish and
Scotch inhalitants exact from the sea a
part, and frequently the whole of their
livelihood. Net only is fish an article of
export, it is also an article of food, and
the most valuable one which the inhabi-

tants of the Maritime Provinces
have. 1t forms a large part of their daily
food, and often, in severe years,
whole  families,  whole neighbour-
hoods, derive the subsistence from
the products of the Fishery en-
tirely. 1f to the amount exported

to foreign countries and to the amount
consumed in the Lower Proyinces, we add
the fish of all kinds distributed over the
markets of Ontario and Quebec, we shall
be still more forcibly brought to admit
that, the Fishery question is not only not
less important than any other which can
be brought before this House, but that
on the contrary it ought to command the
most serious attention of the representa-
tives of the people. I share the opinion
of the mover, the hon. member for Inver-
ness, so fur as this, that the Provinces
that have suffered must be first indem-
nified ; but that must be done in a judi-

[ApriL 7, 18R0.] Maritime Province Claims. 1225

cious manner, and without doing an in-
justice to the sister-Provinces. 1 may be
mistaken, Mr. Speaker, but it did not
appear to me that the lhon. member
acted sincerely in bringing this motion
before the House. I surmised that his
course was purely and simply a pretext
for attacking the present Adininistration,
and for embarrassing them. And did
he not at once avail himself of the oppor-
tunity to vent his spleen? When we de-
sire a thing, Sir, we take means to obtain
the object aimed at. But what means has
the hon. member taken to obtain his object?
He attacked, he even insulted those to
whom he is applying for a favour. There-
fore, he holds but little to that favour. He
claims to lay great stress upon his motion.
If that be so, Mr. Speaker, it is more for
his own sake than for that of his electors,
who thus have a very maladroit represen-
tative. We have received an indemnity
for our Fisheries, which means, in the
first place, that our Fisheries have heen
injured ; and next, that the party paying
the indemnity has made restitution of a
sum representing the value, or nearly so,
of the damage done. The American Gov-
ernment paid that indemnity, but the ques-
tion now before the House is: to decide
what use the Government should make
of this money, received as compensation
for the injury done to our Fisheries by
American fishermen. I am of opinion
that a certain amount, the interest at
least, should be applied to repairing the
mischief which has been done. Now,
there is a difference of opinion as to the
nanner of applying this money. My hon.
friend from Inverness admits, as I do,
that the Maritime Provinces have suffered
considerably from the interference of
Americans upon our fishing banks. Since
he is desirous that that money should
be made over to the Provinces which
have suffered injury, he must therefore
wish, as I do, that the Fisheries should
receive the compensation which is their
due. Now, as the Prime Minister has so
well shown, there is but one Government
which has the control and care of our
Fisheries, that is the Government of the
Dominion. It alone has the right of
protecting and improving our Fisheries.
The Provinces could in no way apply this
money for the advantage of the Fisheries,
which are entirely beyond their control.
To distribute this sum of $4,500,000
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among the Local Governments would be
to deprive the Government of the Do-
minion of the means of protecting our
Fisheries. We ought, therefore, to leate
that considerable sum in the hands of the
Federal Administration ; but as its ac-
quisition was brought about through the
Fisheries, we mnaturally expect to be
treated with liberality when our fisher-
men apply for assistance and protection,
of which they certainly stand in need ; and
the Government of the day will permit
me to offer them the following advice:
Immediate steps should be taken for
the improvement of our Fisheries, which
have been hitherto too much neglected,
for the question of our Fisheries
i3 deserving of more than second-
ary consideration. The Fisheries have
always been one of the principle
recources of Canada. Before the conquest,
ratified by the Treaty of 1763, the re-
sources of Canada, and they were enor-
mous, coun<isted of the Fisheries and the
peltry trade. The peltry trade, the expor-
tation of furs, is almost ruined, exhausted ;
but we still have the Fiskeries. That in-
dustry should be protected by the creation
of a fund, the interest of which should be
devoted to the development of our
Fisheries, and used to ropair, in every
possible way, the injury which they have
suffered from the acts of American fisher-
men. In this way the products of our
Fisheries would be considerably increased ;
our fishermen would derive from them,
both for themselves and for the country,
greater advantages, and their lakbour
would become less severe and less danger-
ous. These few suggestiops will, perhaps,
not receive the approval of hon. members
from the Western Provinces,
they represent constituencies which are
much less interested, or are not interested
at all, in the Fisheries. But if this line
of reasoning is followed, may not repre-
sentatives from the Maritime Provinces
say : “Of whai use is the Pacific Railway
to us? Why should enormous sums of
money be expended to promote emigra-
tion and colonisation?” Answer may be
made to us that the fertility of the soil in
the west, which furnishes, in part, the
flour used by consumers in the Lower
Provinces, decides, or rather justifies, the
Government in the encouragement of
colonisation, and the promotion of agri-
culture. New Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
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and Prince Edward Island, owing fo the
fact that they are all surrounded by bays
and rivers, have advantages over Western
Canada which compensate for the inferior
quality of their soil. These advantages
are the vast and rich Fisheries, which, if
they were protected and encouraged,
would be unrivalled in the world, There-
fore, the principal resources of the
Maritime Provinces are the Fisheries,
just as the Western Provinees have their
cereals. Now, if the National Policy
means |'rotection to all the industries of
Canada, protection must not be confined
to manufactures, mines, and agriculture ;
it must also be extended to the Fisheries.
T am in favour of national protection, but I
would have it complete. I do not wish
for it only for manufactures and mineral
products, I want it for all our sources
of revenue, and especially for our Fish-
eries, which stand in great need of
protection, exposed as they are to be ex-
hausted. Hon. members from the Mari-
time Provinces made sacrifices last year,
in order to come to an understanding
with the hon. members from other Pro-
vinces, as to the question of Protection.
It is now the turn of the latter to show
good will towards us. As [ am re-
sponsible to my constituents for my words,
as well as my votes, I have to say, Mr.
Speaker, that I shall vote in favour of the
amendment moved by the right hon.
leader of the Government, whose good
inclinations, so well known in fact, lead
me to anticipate protection for our
Fisheries, which may be doubted by the
mover of the resolution. In conclusion, I
may state that we must not think only of
protecting coal and flour, of protecting
one Province to the detriment of the
other, but t hat we must have especially,
it may be above all, mutual and equitable
protection.

Motion made and question proposed on
amendment (Sir Jokn 4. Macdonald.)—
[ Vide page 1187.]

The House divided —Yeas, 126;

nays, 30.
YEas:
Messieurs

Angers Landry
Arkell Lane
Baby Largevin
Baker LaRue
Bannerman Little
Barnard Macdonald(VictoriaBC)


